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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF TITOISM 


The most important phenomenon in the world today is the clash between the 
private economy of capitalism on the one hand and the State economy of the USSR 
and its satellites on the other. The antagonism between these two contradictory 
forms leads steadily on to ware Only the emergence of a real third force op~ 
posed both to the bourgeoisie and to the Stalinist burocracy and striving for a 
single World Democratic Workers'State can prevent this war, or, should it break 
out, transform it into a war against both the Stalin system and the capitalist 
system, for the single World Democratic Workers’ State. 


It must be detarminsd whether or not Titoism is guch a third force, as his 
organizational break from the Cominform on oné hand and his verbal denunciations 
of imperialism on tho other have given some advanced workers that impressione The 
past few months have soen the creation of a Titoist "Independent Commnist™ party 
in Gormany said to numbor a few thousand memborse In Norway a portion of the 
formor Central Committes of the Communist Party has roportcdly established a 
Titoict partye Tho Tito issus has become a koy issuo within tho ranks of tho 
working class. 


What is the roal naturo of Titoism, its relation to tho Stalin system and 
to world imocrialism, and an objective evaluation of its possibility of bocoming 
an offoctive third forca fighting cavitalism and Stalinism and striving for 
Socialism? 


As a result of the November 7, 1917 rovolution in Russia the capitalist 
world was breached, tha capitalists of Russia wora expropriated and their property 
was statifiad. Unfortunatoly, the oxvrovrintion of the canitalists economically 
was not accompanied by thy auvulopiaent of workers domocracye Instead the workers 
in Russia were politically oxpropriatod with power contralized in tha loadership 
of tho Bolshsvik party and eventually into ths hands of Staline Nationalism and 
burocratism wore tho dominant foatures in this usurpation of power by tho Bolshe-=- 
vik burocracy in Russia. When this nationalist-burocratic gang took over the 
proporty of the oxpropriatod capitalists, it facod two dangors; military conquest 
by imperialism on the ono hand, proletarian revolution with prossure for workers?’ 
domocracy on the othere In order to countoract thosa dangers it rasorted to all 
sorts of dickoring, compromisos, trados with the imporialist powers, and to keop— 
ing tho potontially revolutionary workers in tow through its instruments, tho Com- 
munist partiose 


Now, the cssontial thing to bo romombored about theso Communist parties is 
that whils prossrving a “revolutionary” appoarancea, their real function was to 
prevent tho workors from effecting revolution anywhoree A real democratically 
prolotarian rovolution in Germany, in China, anywhora, would set in motion an 
anti-burocratic process that might ond by Stalin and commany hanging from tho 
Moscow lamppostc, and therefore tho task cf tha Fostors, tho Thorozas, the Mao- 
Tze-Tungs, tho Lovestones, the Ercolis, tho Piecks, otce, was to prevent a genuine 
workers’ ravolution at all costc. 


Tho Kremlin burocrats maintained thoir control of tho machinery of those Com 
munist partios in various wayde Even moro important than financial control through 
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Subsidies, Stalin instituted an intricate system of Communist International rep- 
resentrtives nnd spies, who enjoyed the enormous prestigo of being known as the 
peopla controlling an oconomy and a powerful statee In tho eyos of the rank-and- 
file of tho Comintern, tho Russian burocratic loaders wors surrounded with the 

halo of succossful “revolutionists.® Any disagroament with them was construed as 

a rovolt against the incarnation of socialism. This, for instances, was very strik- 
ingly illustrated in tho Amorican CP in 1929. Befora going to Moscow, Lovestone 
had almost ninety porcont of tho Amorican party bshind hime Upon his return, 
aftor boing kickod out by Stalin, ho could only assomble a handful to his banner, 
although his political policies remaincd fundamentally unaltorcde 


In 19493, for tho first time in tha history of tho Comintern, thore was a 
sutcessful “revolt". Tito defied the edict of the cominform and, to this day, 
Stalin has been unable to remove hime Nay, more, "Titoism' has become the sym=- 
bol of resistance to the Stalin system not only in the minds of bourgeois states- 
men and journalists, but also in the ranks of the Stalinists. The prospect: 
of Mao-Tze-Tung taking the road of Tito fills the bourgsoisie with hove and Stalin 
with anxiety. What is this Titoism? The best way to reply to this question is 
to investigate the words and deeds of the Titoistc. 


The foundation of the dilemma in which the toilers of the world find them- 
selves is rooted in the counter-revolutionary nature of Strlinism flowing from its 
nationalism and its burocracye What attitude docs Tito take to these two impor~ 
tant questions? Wa shall first take up the attitude ef Tito to nationaliame 


Just a few days after the attack of the Cominform, Tito delivered the’ political 
report of the Central Committea of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia at tho 6th 
Congrass of the party at Bolgradeae This long speoch has boon translatcd into 
English and we quote from the English adition circulatsd by tho Yugoslav ombassys 


"To these paovlo (Cominform--TFH) nationalism is the fact that we 
prido ourselv2s on our sacrifices in the war, that we vride ourselves 
on our succsssas in the building up of the country, that wo prids 
ourselves on our workors, our youth, our Pzopla's Front,becausa we ara 
proud of ovarything that 211 honest peovlo marvel atessrsececeNow all 
that (tho Cominform attack--TFH.) has taken on monstrous proportions 
in order to wrack the prestige of our Party and its leadership in that 
way, in order to taka away from the Yugoslav peoples the glory of their 
heroic struggles, to trampls on everything ercat that our peoples ach- 
feved with groat sacrificas and rivors of blood, to break up tha unity 
of our party which represents a guarantee for the successful building 
of socialism in our country and tho realization of a hapnier future 
for our pooplose® (P. 131-132; omohasis mino-TFH) 


We see from the above that Tito puts forward tho same doctrine of "social~ 
ism in one country" that was the rationalization é6f Stalin for the usurping of 
povere Ths above quotation is only a summary of similar statements throughout 


the speeche 


At the samo congross one of the principal Titoists, Edvard Kardelj, also 
delivered a revort entitlod "The Communist Party of Yugoslavia in the Struggle 
for Now Yugoslavia, for Peonles’ Authority and for Socialisme* This has also been 
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translated into English by Tanjug the Yugoslavian news and publicity agency in 
tho US4.e after noting the division of tho world into two camps and the adhor~ 
ence of Yugoslavia to tho Russian camp, Kardolj says (Pe 66)8 


“Tha Five Year Plan (of tho C°Y--TFH) howevar, moans that our country has 
boldly sot out on the courso of socialist building (emphasis in original) 
a courso of commrchonsive and strong develovment of productive forces 
and the transformation of our country into an advanced industrial and 
agricultural country, Tho realization of our Five Yoar Blan will con- 
sist in its laying tho sconomic and social foundations of a socialist 
socisaty in our countrys, in tho socialist sector's becoming tha dominant 
soctor of our oconomy in overy senso." (My omohasis--TFH. } 


But Kard21j, in accord with what we shall lator show was the lino at that 
time of trying to restore poacs with Stalin, had qualified this statement of 
“socialis in one country" with tho provious statement (on vago 26e)s 


“We nover assorted that wo do not need tho supnort of tha USSR and ths 
countries of pcople's democracy, but, on tho contrary, ~ considar such 
mutual support and close cooperation as an essential condition for the 
davelowment and strengthening of the socialist front.” 


On the question of nationalism we can see that at the time of the open split 
with Stalin, the line of Tito was to recognize the hegemony of the Kremlin buro- 
crats, but to plead for the right, within that relationship, for the leadership 
of the CPY to establish a nationalist set-up in Yugoslavia with the cooperation 
of the USSR and the Cominform satellites. 


t» 28 we know, Moscow would brook no sharing of its economic and political 
powore An economic blockade was set up around Yugoslavia. The*USsH ana thy coun= 
trios of people's domocracy™ refused the “essential condition for tho devalop~ 
ment and strengthoning of the socialist fronte” &lreaady by the time of the moat- 
ing of tho Fedoral Assombly of the so-called Federal Pcople's Republic of Yugo- 
Slavia on Docambor 27, 1948, it had bocoms ovident tHat Russia and the Cominform 
countrics around Yugoslavia wore not aven going to fulfil their trade agrcements 
with Yugoslavia, much less coopcratse What was the "Pheoretical"result? The 
Titoists modifiod thcir original qualifications to assert that they could advance 
tewards "socialism in a single country” in the spooch of Tito on that day, con~ 
cluding with tho words: 


“Our hard fight for tho realization of tha Fivo Year Plan for tho build~ 
ing of Socialism in our country will ond in victorye* 


Economic nationalism was thus definitely and unqualificdly proclaimod. 


So much for the quistion of whothor or not Titoism is nationalist. But, 
soma may arguo, tho dscisivo question is whothor the rogimo within Yugoslavia 
is domocratic or burocratice From Belgraco, in books, in picturos, ovar tho radio, 
emanate claims of the plobeian domocracy that is building uo a good life for all. 
Of course one could conduct an argumont about the impossibility of nationalism and 
workers’ domocracy, but wo do not have to rasort to sreumentationse Again wa turn 
to the Titoists thomselves on their words and deeds. 


ale 


In this connection, even more than in the case of nationalism, there is al-~ 
ways a big gap between the democratic pronouncements of purocrats and their ute 
tions» There are many examples of this in historye The olemental instinct of 
the masses is against burocratism, and therefore tho burocrats are very careful 
about letting any inkling of their deeds creep into thoir wordse But in the case 
of tho Titoists we do not have to look very far to sea tho system of burocracy 
palpable both in words and deadse 


At tho timo of the Cominform blast against Tito ono of Stalin's principal 
accusations was of lack of democracy in the CPY--roader, do not laugh$ In the 
the roply of the Central Committeso of the COPY, Tito inadvortontly exposed the 
truth of this chargog 


"The CC of tho CPY omphasizos that tho fact that cartain party organ- 
izations have not yet held olactions cannot givo rise to tho assortion 
that there is no democracy within the partye" (Statemont of tho Central 
Committees of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia in Regard to tho Resol~ 
ution of tha Information Bursau of Commnist Parti2zs on the Situation 
in the Communist Party of Yugoslavia--pago 7, English odition, publishod 
by Jugoslovenska Knjiga~Beaogreade My amvhasis~-TFH.) 


This soomingly imnocont and insignificant admission requiras analysise No 
facts ars submitted to ~rov? the svistence of nartv damocracy in reply to the 
accusation of the Cominform burocratse Sscond, in the very next sentence the CO 
of the C7Y giv2s an “exvlanation® which is a lie on its facas 


"Thesa are the remmants of the war veriod and tenmestuous post-war 
develonment through which the CPY passed and in their time had also 
existed in other varties and in the C?SU (B) as well. 


The last part of this sentence is the "you're another” kind of argument, 
very true, but hardly rafuting the charge. But wo are particularly interested in 
the statement that lack of party elections was a remnant of the war period and the 
post-war development. This documont was written on Juno 29, 1946, three yoars 
after tho ond of the war. What wis thors to prevent party olections at that timo? 
Uhiy wne thing,tbhe burocratic leadership of the C?Ye Tito still further ravealed 
and elaborated the Stalinist nature of his machine in his already cited report at 
the 5th Congress GPYe After devoting hundreds of words to the evils of “frace- 
tionalism*® in a party, on page 44 Tito says of his leaderships 


"Tho now leadership of tho GPY which bogan to function at the ond of 1937, 
had four fundamontal tasks facing ite 1) to purge tho Party most enorgstically 
of the renmmants of tho fractionalists and group formers.” (My omohasis~TFH.} 


It is significant from tho standvoint of our investigation that Tito gives 
priority to tho setting up of a burocratic, monolithic structure in tho partye 
tn tho succeeding pages, Tito tolls of tho strugglo for monolithisme On page 
45 ho spoaks. ef tho “oxposuro” of a certain Petko Miletic as a provocatcure We do 
not know whethor his facts are correct or not in connection with this individual, 
but wo are aware of the burocratic nature of tho sentence reminiscent of Stalin; 


"This shows the accuracy of the rule that almost every fractimalist is not 
far from being 2 provocatour or simils: enemy of tha working classe® 


pate 


Shades of the Moscow Purgs Trials! 


On page 47 Tito gives a glowing report of the 5th C2¥ Conference (October, 
1940) in which he incidentally lets interesting information fall that this illeg- 
al conference was attended by 105 dalegatas (but in 1948, on the excuse of war 
conditions, alections could not be helde) Speaking of the work of the party 
he sayss 


# How could the @PY achieve such success in so short a timo? 


seks It.could achieve such great successe 1) becauso it had purged 
its ranks of fractionalists and spies of the class enemy (a typicrl 
Stalinist amalgam--TFH):; 2) because there was a sound party cadre in 
the ranks of the Party which was thon able to develop its initiative 
to the full--that is, sound party aloments (road, Tito and Coe--TFH) 
cama to oxpressiong 3) becaus2 a unified leadershiv was now at the 
‘head of tho Party, bocauss thors wore no intornal conflicts, namoly 


thoro was comploto unanimity on all quostions." (My omhasis--TFH. ) 


Tt mist bc remembarsd that in this revort Tito wis not only rociting history 
but was pointing out to his adulatory followors what ho concoived to ba the prin- 
Giplos of his movomente In addition to the prohibition of fractions, restriction 
of elections, a monolithic leadershiv, all the characteristics of burocratism, 
there was another essonticl charretoristic of wwroeratic rula, concealment and 
dscoite That thess woapors ware usod against the rank-and-file memborship of the 
CPY is admitted in ths same report of Tito. Aftor stating that in the charges 
of the Cominform "They aro making the samo insinuations that Milan Grol and all 
the reactionaries inside the country and outside of it have already made" Tito 
clearly reveals his sense of responsibility to the burocrats of the Cominform on 
the one hand and caution with respect to the masses of his party members on the 
other in the following words 


"It is odd that the Resolution accuses us of hiding the criticism of our 
leadershin by the C>SU(B) from the masses, intimating that we were afraid 
of the massese No, we were not afraid for oursalves in regard to making 
it public, but were afraid that it would provoke still greater bitter~ 
ness toward those who havé 2ccussd us so unjustlye The signers of the 


Resolution know very wall that we could not maka public the lettor writ- 


ten’ to us by the CC on which ‘strictly confidentialt was writtane" 


fake a good look at thise Tito and the other mombers of his Central Committee 
have received a letter in which thoy aro falsoly accusade Ths, accusations, 
according to thom, arc monstrouse What do thay do? They help to maintain the 
Gominform burocratic law of silence, concealment, deception, and do not bring out 
the facts until the public attack by the ominformn leaves thom no othor altarnativos 


So much for the burocratic system within the Yugoslav party. Was thoro any 
opposition to the Tito course? ‘Wo kinds vera publicly admittede Tho first was 
that of the Cominform, represented only by 2 few “tops, particularly Sreton 
Zujovich and Andrija Hebrang. Tho sacond consistod,. in the words of tho state~ 
ment of tha. CC CPY of a faw “wavarars" who did not accept tho attack of the Comin~ 
form, but who thought that it would bo bast to agreo with the criticism anyway, in 
order to avoid a conflict. Tha fate of Zujovich and Hobrang was docisiva as far 
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as the attitude of this "marsh" was concerneds It was silent at the 5th CGon= 
gress, and ever sincee The important thing then is to find out what happened 
to Zujovich and Hebrange In this connection, we shall’ have to give a fow dates, 
since they are very revelatory. 


According to tha statement of tho CC CPY in reply to the Cominform Bureau 
Resolution, we are informed that the basis of the opon Cominform attack lay in 
a series of letters sent by tha CPSU(B) to tho CBY, that is, from one central 
comrmittca to the other, tho first of which was datcd March 27, 1948 However, 
as far back as April 19, 1946, thoro is avidonce that a fight was alroady dovolop- 
ing botwaon Stalin and Tito, that Zujovich and Hobrang wera Stalin's undorcover 
msn, and that thoy were placed under chargos for that rensone On that day tha 
Politburaau of tho CC CPY adopted in its antiraty the roport of a subconmittie 
headed by Rankovic, then and now a stooge of Titoe This ipril 19, 1946 was a 
very busy day, for the following happonsds 1. Tha OC of the CBY formed a com- 
mittes mado uv of Rankovic, Nescovie and Gosnjak to submit to tha CC proposals 
with regird to Habrang and Zujoviche 2« On the samo day tho subcommittes mot, ro= 
ported bick, and 3. tho Politouroau of ths CO of tho C7Y adovted tho roport of 
the subscommittooe 9o rovoerling is the whole transaction that wo publish in full 
the whols dacision ss it apnsars.in English translation in \ppondix 2 to the 
"Statement of the Contral Comnittaa"” in ravly to tho Cominform Rosolutions 


"The Politburcau has rocsived from the Party commission ostablishad in 
connection with the qas3 of indrija Hebrang and Sreton Zujovie tho fol- 
lowing report and proposal and adopts them in their ontirety as followss 


"In connection with the decision of the % of the CY of Anril 19,1946 to 
form 3 committea made uv of Comrades Rankovic, Neskovic and Gosnjak with 
the task of submitting to the CC a provosal for the solution of tha case 
in connection with tho lettsr of Comrade Hebrang, the commission has coma 
to ths conclusions 


‘1. That ths letter of Comrades Hobrang, both as to tho manner in which 
it is writt2n and tha way in which matters area put forth in it, is a 
unique case in tho history of the Bureau of the CC of the COPY sinos its 
formation in 1937. In the letter, comrade Hobrang - in a manner which is 
unhoalthy and imparmissible in tho Party, suspects comrades Tito of not 
tolcrating him personally bacauss 
from Moscow, and that accordingly ths distrust which comrado Tito has for 
tha aconomic policy of comrade Habrang originatcs from thise The behavior 
of comrade Hebrang at tha session of tha CC of april 19th of that yoar was 
not auto-critical and confirms that in his letter it is not a mattcr of a 
personal conflict with comrade Tito, but rathar of an attamnt to transfor 
tho political diffsrencs botwaon comrade Tito, as bearer of the policy of 
tho CC, and comrade Hebrang to a personal level and to introduce an incor= 
roct relationship in the CC and an imnormissible method into work. This 
is best confirmed by tho inaccurate statsments, which aro stranga to tho 
CC, by comrade Hobrang at the session of the CC on ipril 19th , of that 
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yoar to tho offect that freedom of oxoressing opinion and of criticism and 


nuto-criticism do not sxist in tha Ce 


“ 2. The bahavior of comrade Zujovic at the session of the CC of .pril 
19, of that year, regarding tha latter of comrade Hebrang, was not only 


concilintory but actually moant supvort for Habrang in his unhealthy 


Bay 


attitude toward the CC and toward comrade Tito, both in regard to the 


internal relationship within the CC and to the mistaken economic and 
financial policye 


t In connection with the above, the commission proposes to the CC of 
the CPY that comrade Hebrang be removed from work in the Bureau of the 
CC of the CPY, besides other reasons, also for reasons of securing the 
correct cexccution of the party volicy in cconomy and that he be punishad 
by tho party punishmont of strict raprimand. The commission proposcs 
that comrads Hebrang withdraw from his position of Minister of Industry 
in the foderal government and prosidont of the Beonomic Councile The 
commission considers that Comrade Hebrang can remain in the position of 
prosident of thse Planning Commission.?* 


"Avril 19th, 1946. 
Politburenu CC of tha CPY.* 


Sevoral things are apparent from this illuminating document. It is obvious 
that bofore .pril,1946, tho conflict betwoon Stalin and Tito had raachcd the point 
whore Stalin was maintaining communication not only through the official sourcos, 
but with Hobrang, who wis ovidonti~ slated to ranieea Tito. Tito could san that 
ha was not only in danger of losing the party and state power but his life as well. 
He reacted by demoting Hebrang, just intimating to Zujovic that he had better 
watch his stepe {t is vary significant that the resolution speaks of the separate 
economic and financial volicios. Translating this into evoryday parlance this 
meant that Tito was basing himself uvon the nationalist resistancs to the Russian 
vlunderings 


The conflict continued with Hebrang and Zujovic remaining in their role of 
Cominform mene In the meantime Russia was sacrificing Yugoslavian nationalist 
interests in the cnse of Carinthia to its own nationalist-—-burocratic interestse 
nocont reports, aftar the ovent, from Belgrade indicrte that Russia was, about 
this timo, urging Yugoslavia to roduce its armed forces and rely on the Russian 
army, an offar which was, of course, daclinod by the Yugoslav burocrats. Tha 
Cominform also chargod that Tito refusa3d to “integrata Yugoslavia into the intar- 
national socialist aconomy,* meaning, in the burocratic thievast jargon, that Tito 
was not willing to have Yugoslavia remain an agricultural and raw material adjunct 
to Russia. 


On March 27, 1948, convinced that strongor mathods must bo usod, the Central 
Committe: of tha CPSU sont a lattar to tha CC of the C3Y, and this lottor “was 
also similtanaously dispatched to all other members of tha Information Bureau, a 
fact of which the CC of tho CPY hid not boen informed" according to tha CPY stato-~ 
ment already referred to. The inharont dacoit and conniving naturs of Tito is 
shoyrm in the words just quotod abovaoe Ha ravoals tha interesting fact that, up 
to that tims, both he and Stalin had bean officially concealing from thair fallow- 
vartios tho internal conflicts, and Tito s99s nothing unusual or irregular in thige 
The statement goos on to says 


"In addition 9 letter from the OC of tho CP sf Hungary was rocecivod through 
tho CC of the CPSU(B) which supvorted the attitude of tho CPSU(B) in its 
antirety.s Similar letters were roceived by tha CC of the OPY from the 
other membars of the Information Buroau except from the French and Itallane' 
(Fmyhasis mine--77".) 
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It is obvious what had havnened. Stalin avproached his stoogss in the 
Cominform 9nd lined them up in a final effort to browbeat Tito. But, in the coun- 
tries where there was not armed control, France and Italy, the prassure was not 
sufficient to immediately curb tha rrr 2list-burocratic appetites of Thorez and 
Togliatti and compony, vhetted by thea Sight of Tito getting oy with it. 


Tha answer of Tito was swifte Less than 2 month lator, on april 13, 1948, 
4 commission was avpointod by the Politburaau of the CC of the CPY to deal with 
Stalin's agents in Yugoslavia, Hebrang and Zujovic. It is interesting to note 
that two of the mambers of tho old commission of April 1946, no »runitiva steps 
or discivlinary action was takon in ragard to Zujovic and that Habrang, although 
withdrayvn from party and stata work, was novortheless allowed to hold the vosition 
of president Of the Planning Commission, a burocratic plum. What had hapoaned 
in the two yoars that not only demanded the oxpulsion of thoso two magn, but thair. 
Jailing? ot us first sea what woro tha raasons given by tho conmmisriong Hore 
again wa soo the fundamental kinshin of tha Tito burocrats vith the bloody butchers 
of tha Mosesy-Purga Trials. Wa ara nov tolds 


" that in 1944,\. Hobrang was removed from tha position of secratary 

of the CC of ths CP of Croatia for chauvinist behavior tovards the Scrbs 
in Croatia, for an incorrect volicy regarding the Peonle's Front, for 
An incorrect volicy towards the masses which were under the influence 


of the Croat Peasant Party (HS3) and for blunting the struggle against 
the ustashi (fascist murder gangs--TFH.)" (fmphasis mine--TFH. }). 


Let ve rnenem for a momant rieht heree 


We see that two years before the Avril, 1946, commission Hebrang had: been 
distivlinad' for chauvinism and for “anneasing" fascists. This was known to the CC 
of tho CPY, but not only did thoy not exvol Hobrang at that time, but they even 
Allowed him to hold an imyortant job. ’No doubt the soamingly innocuous words "bo- 
sides other reasons" in tho last parsgravh of the commission's rovort in \nril, 
1946, was a subtia hint by the Tito burocrats to Hebrang that unlass he toed tha 
“lina ho would suffors More and more tha burocratic nature of the Tito gang be- 
comes revaalede. | 


But this is not all. Profiting by thd lessons learned in tho GPU, Tito sats 
about anothar "Moscow" trial. Tha sane documont recitess. 


that Hobrang, known to the ustashi as a hig. official of the CP was 
oxchanged undor tdtally susnicious circumstances in 1942, which is a uniques 
ease in our country" (Emphasis mino~-TFH.) 


Tho pattern is so familiar. Not only did Hebrang opposc Tito in the intarast 
of Stalin but he mist bo also mado to apvear as an agent of the bourgcoisia by 
{molication. The victure bocomes comlcta when = faw Lines farther down we ara 
informed that Yebrang was sabotaging economic work, that ho was hostile to tha 
porasants, that hh "attamoted to carry out.an economic policy of state capitalisme® 


EBithor tho various charges against Hebrang are fabrications, or they ara trude 
In the latter instanca wa sec the svoctacle of both Stalin and Tito cynically being 
willing to use the filthiest sort of tool, and Tito only discarding and jailing 2 
scoundrel when he was no longer of any Se and had unequivocally doclared 
finally and firmly for 4 rival gang. 
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What about Zujovic? As we have seen, in ivril, 1946, no measures were 
adovted against Zujovice What were the reasons in his case that in 1948 sent 
him out of Tito's party and to jail? Again we quote from the renort of the 
commission, which was adopted, needless to state, by the Politburos 


"Sreten Zujovic is an indurste fractionalist from the Gorkic (predeccs~ 
sor of Tit in the Strlinist leadershiv ~ TFH) eam» and that Sroten 


Zujovic all this time been waging 2 sccerst struggle agzinst the 
CPY, against the CC of the CPY, and agiinst Comrade Tito.” (Emphasis 
mine ~ TFH.) 


Then we are given a bill of particulars which is true to the old Stalinist 
patterns that Zujovic was vunished"by the newly formed CC in the country, headed 
by comrade Tito, because of his fractional’st ties with the spy Gorkic,” (omoh- 
asis mine- TFH) that he prdised Gorkic even in 1940, and thon, of course, that 
he had acted to break the military coordination in tho fight against ths on- 
circloment (in 1944) that he had acted as 4 saboteur and a burocrats 


With the "shot while attemoting to ascane” of Argo Yovanovic, the nrin- 
cipal sunnorter in tho Yugoslav army of the Stalin gang, the Stalin opnosition 
seoms to have been effectively liquidatad. 


Tho whole victure of Titoism reveals nationalism and burocratisme If He~ 
brang and Zujovic were treated tha way they wors, the statement of ths Trotsky- 
ists, quoted in the »orivious issu2 of The Bullatin as to Tito's hands boing red 
with tho blood of hundreds of workers, including Trotskyists, becomes antirely 
credible. If we turn our attention to tho so-callod "mass" organs of the workers 
in Yugoslavia, such 1s trade unions, we find the same pictures 


The unions devoloned in the neriod of tho birth of canitalism as spontaneous 
organizations of the workers to vrotect their standard of living, as combin- 
ations of workers to withhold their labor power as a means of socuring @ larger 
share of the valuc being croated by them. The principal weanon of the unions is, 
therefore, the strike. What function do the unions perform in Tito-ruled Yugo- 
slavia? Light is thrown on this by 4 report of Edvard Kirdelj, dslivered at the 
5th Congress of the CPY entitled "Tho Communist Party of Yugoslavia in the Struge 
gle for New Yugoslavia for Peonle's suthority and for Socialism,” an English 
translation of which was issued at Belgrade in 1948. On vages 83-89 inclusive, 
mach is said about the unionse We are told by Tito's*thooretician"® a great 
deal about tho role of unions in “socialist building" that "they are tho direct 
organizers of the struggle of the working class for increase of production, for 
raising the vroductivity of worke" (Emphasts mine - TFH.) Wo aro told thats 


"the task of ths trade unions under the new conditions is to develow tha 
new relationshin of tho working class and tho working masses in goneral 
toward work, to organizg socialist commetition and shockworKs rational~ 
ization and innovation, to fight for work discipline, to imorove the 
quality of work, to guard the peovles’ proparty, to struggle against 
damage, against absentecism, against careless work and similar things 
and to explain to the rorking mssos that such a struggle is in their 
own interests, the interests of working masses in general." (Emhasis 
mine - TFH.) 


Anyone familiar with the Russian burocratic literature on trade unions can 
see the identity of burocratic aims, to uso the unions as sneed ub organs for the 
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economic enhancement of the dburocracy and as an instrument to deceive and mis~ 
lead the workers into believing that all this Stakhanovism is in their own inter= 
asts. That this is true is shown both by what is in the report and by what is 
omitted. What is not in the report is tho slightest reference to the right td 
strike. In fact the burocracy 49 s9 fearful and so caraful in that respect 

that thay have evon left out az sforences to tha CPY leadershin of strikes in 
the period before 1945% anothe: dst important omission is any reference to 
“workers' control of vroductione* But, on this very important print, the re= 
port dses have somathing very negative and dacisive t2 says 


“The trade unions mst fight for correct working of the onterprise, 

for the abolishmont of all shortcomings which obstruct the production 
process and fulfillment of plans. They cannot, of courses, directly in- 
terfers in the business of the managemont of the enternrise, which is 
responsible for the work of the entorpvrise, but it is their duty to 
Haint ontt> it ali shortcomings which obstruct production, and to help 
it in their abolishment." (Pages 85 and 86-—Emvhasis mine - TFHe) 


Our examination of tho Tito internal structure has showm the same nation- 
alism and burocratism characterizing its Russian parent. In one respect, at 
least, Titoism has Jumped full fledged into the genith of Stalinism, tho cult 
of the laadar. All tha renorts of the Ath Moneress (and these are official, 
not the work ‘Sf hostile reforters) are filled with constant interjections of 
“Tito-Tito-Tito-Hero™” in the sickening style made infamous by the Stalinist 
lackeoyse The resolutions we have cited contain numerous references to the 
crime of disagreeing with or railing at "comrade Tito." From all this we can 
see that the statement in the Trotskyist MILITANT of July 19, 1948, was 100% 
corrects 


Tito and Stalin want the workers to choose between them--~-Regardless 
of what Tito and Stalin want, the workers will suraly reject this trap 
of shocsing between the tyne of gold braid worn in Belgrade as against 
the tyve Stalin orefers in the Kremlin." 


All ths more contemotible then becomes the offort of the Trotsky leader- 
ship to paint the Balgrade swindlers and exploiters of the working class as pbo- 
tential revolutioists (recorded in the Nove-Dece 1949 issue of Tho Bulletin.) 


But the falsification of the role of Tito on the internal Yugoslavian scene, 
the pulling of groping workers into the Tito trap as an alternative to Stalinism 
on the national scale, is still not the worst crime of the Trotsky burocratse 
Yugoslavia doos not exist in a vacuum It is today playing a most important 
role in tho sphere of the conflict between Russia and capitalism. In order t3 
understand the Tito trap fully in this most imnortant sphere, we shall have ts 
lock nct only at current history, but also briefly to:rcevisw tha paste 


The first thing that strikes the analyst cf the Yugoslav scene is that Tito 
came to power as the result of adeal.e With the failure of the Nazi spearhead 
of imnerialism to crush Stalin, a revision cf the immerialist vlans became nec- 
essarye Stalin had to be mada t>? anvear as the new Hitler if an ideological base 
was to be laid for an all-out attack by capitalism on the now sconomic form under 
Stalin's controle In order to build up Stalin ds the aggressor various territories 
wore muned cver to him, including Yugoslaviae In the Nov-Dec. 1946 itssuc of 
Tho Bulletin wa have shorn just how this was done in the case of Yugoslaviae Suf- 


fice it to say that Tito came to power as the result of a deal by which the Wos- 
tern capitalists allowed the Yugoslav canitalist state to be dissolved, and 

even sold their man, Mihailovich, down the river and to death, so that Stalin, 
then represented by Tito, might be made to appear as the “new agressor™ who must 
be stopped. At the time it seems certain that the bourgeoisie did not count on 
any "Titoist*® davelspment. «nd it is unquestioned that it came as a complete 
surprise to Stalin who certainly would not have withdrawn his Russian troops 

if he had even imagined the future developmentse From all the available docu- 
ments it is most likely that not even Tito and Comoany had any idea of their 
future role. 


But, aS we have seen, the conflict did arise and come out into the open, the 
bourgecsisie saw the literally tremendous consequences of Titoism for Stalin and 
proceeded to exploit the situation to the full. Credits were extended to Tits by 
the USi, by Great Britain, by the International Bank, Yugoslavia was given 4 
seat on the Security Council of ths UN. At the same time Stalin was raging in 
avery issue of the Cominform organ and, on the occasion of the 70th birthday cel- 
ebration of Stalin, Molotov bluntly stated that the days of Tito were numbered. 
Yugoslavia thus becomes one of the focal noints of conflict in the cold ware [In 
this position what is the line of the Tito burccrats, the potential "mobiliza-— 
tion point for this mass of revolutionary workers" according to the Onen letter 
of the Fourth International to the "comrades"of the C°Y? Nd more authoritativa 
source for an answer could be given than Edvard Karde]lj, Vice Premier of Yugo- 
slavia and its Minister of Foreign Affairse On December 29, 1948, he delivered 
an address to the Yugoslav Federal sssembly, which was translated into English 
in Belgrade in 1949 under the title "Yugoslavia's Foreign Policye" Befors look- 
ing at this, let us recall the Trotskyist prognoses given in the Oven Letter.e In 
that document, voublished in full in the .ugust 1948 number of the Fourth Inter- 
national, the frotsky leadership, addressing the Tito burocrats as “Comradgs" 
says that they have three roads before them. 


“The first road--to maintain a commlete monolithic unity with the nolicies 
and ideolocy sf the Russian Communist Party. 


Of course this was so much rhetorice Cannon and Company well knev that Tito 
would be merely sticking his head into a literal noose by the so-called "first 
road." If the “first road" was abstract-academic, what are we to think of the 
"third road" addressed to the Belgrade. nationalist burocrats? 


"The third road--socialist ravolution--class struggle--Soviet democracy~- 
workers and peasants militia--comolete sovereignty of the factory som- 
mitteas--genuine workers’ control of production." 


But it is the “second road® in which we are particularly interested in view 
of the actual develonmentse In the Onen Letter, the Cannon-Trotsky leaders thus 
defined the “second roads" 


"4 second road will certainly be suggestad, consisting assantially of re- 
tiring into Yugoslavia, rapslling the attacks and the eventual violenca 
and provocations of the Cominform and its agents, and attempting to build 

"Socialism'in your own country, while coneluding trade relations with the 
yovers Of Mastorn Kurong ng well as with those of the imnerialist West. 


Wo. will not conceal from you, Comrades, that we consider the’ second rosa 
just_as pernicious as the first." (Emphasis mine--TFHe) 


Now let us return to the revort of Kardelj and see which of the “throe 
roads” was followed by the Tito gang, Cannon's new “comrades.” On vage 5, Kaf- 
delj starts out with the Stalinist thesiss 


“ The second world war has proved that states with differant social 
systems can cooperate even in war to say nothing of peace. Hence, 
the task of the allies who won the war under the slogan, among other 
things, of struggle for tho elimination of aggression, for peace and 
aemocracy, was to do everything after the war to establish a firm 
pesco and such a mode of international political and economic cooperation 
as vould indeed ensure such a peacee It was for this purpose that tha 


United Nations Organization was foundede™ (Emvhasis mine--TFH. ) 


already it begins t> look as if "the mbilization print for the revolution- 
ary worxors"” {s going to ba the UX$ But Cannon's "comrade" Kardelj goes still 
furthor along the "second roade* Confronted with incitement by the Cominform on 
the one hand and the ultimate impossibility of peaceful cohabitation with can~ 
italism on the other hand (since their power rests on the expropriation of the 
Yugoslav bourgeoisie) the Belgrade burocrats, speaking through Kardelj, indic~ 
ated the following lines 


"To fight for the conssxligation of the UN, for tha defense cf the basic 
principles which are formlated in tha Charter of the United Nations (Pe. 10) 


®To fieht for tha abolition of averv discrimination in aconomic coonera— 
tion and for the organization of economic aid to countries which need such 
aid on the basis of the Chartar's orinciples and through the UN (Emphasis 
mine--TFH.) and under conditions which would not ancroach on the economic 
and volitical indevendence of countries. (P. 11) 


"fo fight for the princivle of non-interference in the internal affairs 
of other countries, for thoir independence and for the vrinciples of 
equality and sovereignty.” (P. 11.) 


As Kardelj himself stated on vago 11, these are among the guiding principles 
of tho work of forcigh affairs of the Yugoslav government. This report was made 
in December 1948, a faw months aftor the owon break with the Cominforme In this 
report Kardelj took a purely Stalinist position on the questions of Germany, 
Korea, Groecee In the matter of Carinthia he delibsrately lied, concealing tha 


role of Stalins 


“Phe most important question in our relations with austria, the question 

of the Sloyone Carinthia, is still not solvod.e .t all the conferences 

of the big four powers hold so far on sustria, in London and Moscow in 
1947 and at this yoar’s confaronce in London, we persistently brought 

out and explained our views and the just claims of the Carinthian Slovanes 
wherein we always mot with the full understanding and support of the 


Soviet Union." (Emphasis minc--TFH- ) 


But after tho aconzmic blockade by the Stalinist satellites, the prsvoca- 
tions, the border incidents, and the growing “astern orientation” the Tito buro~ 
erats began to let out a little of tha truth, thereby unwittingly revealing their 
own deceit and verfidy. On September 1, 1949, the "Yugoslav Fortnightly* vub+ 
lished in English in Balgrade and circulatad in the US. by Tanjug, carried a 
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note of the Yugoslav Government of iugust 20, 1949, to tha Soviast Government. It 
will be noted that in the quotation above from Kardelj's renort, he statos that 
as late as 1948 “we always met with the full understanding and supvort of the 
Soviet Union" with reference to Carinthiae Now let us turn to the note of 

August 20, 1949. This shows that Kardelj was aware at the time of his report 

on December 29, 1948 of tho following lotter sent by Stalin in May 1945 ts Chan- 
collsr Renner of saustrias 


"Jo his Excelloncy 
Stato Chancollor of .ustria 


Mr. Rennere 


I thank you highly, ostosmed comrade, for your mes- 
sage of \pril 15-6 


Do not doubt that your concern for the indopandence, 
integrity (tho Russian word used was 'tselotnest'--Yugoslav note inter- 
pellation) and progress of .ustria is also my concorne Any aid which 
austria may nead I am ready to offer to you to the extent of my power 
and possibilities. Please excuse this belated replye 


(Signod) Stalin” 


The text of the yugoslave note of sugust 20, 1949 not only shows that Kar- 
delj was familiar with this letter shortly after its writing (it was obtained on 
the request of the Yugoslav anbassador to Moscow) but that he considered it fav- 
ored justria as against Yugoslavia on the question of Carinthia, and that he took 
this hostile attitude of Russia into account at least by April 1947, in suggest- 
ing a2 comoromisee But 2 year and a half later he could get uv calmly in 3el- 
grade and lie to those of his fellow burocrats (the lesser fry) not "in the know't 
and have his lies circulated at least in English, and we certainly presume in many 
other languages. 


and this is one of tho "comrades" of Cannon and Coe, who is going to sarve as 
a potential mobilization point for the revolutionary workers! 


More and more the Tito burocracy becomes objectively an aid to the war plans 
of imperialism at the same time that, in Yugoslavia and out, it puts into prac- 
tice everything of Stalinism except Russian dominatione But tho vary existencs 
of Tito represents a constant menace to Stalin. The IMolotovs and othors cannot 
Keep on reneating tho story of Tito's days being numbored without either procecd- 
ing to action or making thomselv2s ridiculous and Tit> thereby more powerful. 

The examloe of Tito is contagious, it is already shaking the Stalin system. The 
menace >f a Chinese Tito hangs over tho Kremlin like a nightmares armed force 
may ultimately settle the question of Stalin and Tito. In such a conflict the 
workers of the world have nothing to choosee To advocate that the Yugoslav and 


other workers should die for Tito as against Stalin ie worse than ridiculous, it 
is criminal, ; 


1) ipo 


But it is precisely this crime that is committed not only by Cannon . 
but by the Shachtmanites. In Labor action, organ of the Shachtman Trotskyites, 
the Indenendant Socialist League, in tha issue of Sevtomber 12, 1949, wo find the 
following voilod promise to line up the workers bohind Tito to fight for his 
“right" to oxploit the Yugoslav mssoss 


“T> support Tit> as against Moscow's drive to crush Yugoslayhational inde- 
pendence is one thing. To whitewash him is another. Indevendent Social- 
ists were quite willing to give military supvort even to a hangman like 
Chiang-kai-chek as against Japan's pre-World-War II assaults on China's 
national indepondencee But wa are not vrepared to gild totalitarian 
dictators mercly because of a new line-up in the impertalist c2ld ware” 


Shachtman is all for supvort, but wants this pill made palatable by some 
noisy criticism. 


Let us now raturn to the Open Letter of the Trotsky Fourth International to 
ite Yugoslav "comrades," the CPY of Tito, Kardelj and Coe We recall that the 
Trotsky loaders spxke of the second road, sr “Socialism in ono country" which 
Tito is clearly following, and which he has to follow, as being as “pernicious® 
as the road of complete subjection to Stalin.e But thsy sent this open letter 
eighteen months ago. T> this date, despite the fact that more and more workers 
Gre being dravm into the Tito tran of war, of surrender to both canitalism and 
Stalinism, the Trotsky leaders have not retracted one word, have not, by a single 
line, nointed out the “second road* have kent skient when they have not openly 
gided Tito. Of these leaders, who have been in the cortege of Stalin, Chiang-~ 
kKai-chek, the immerialist resistance movements, we exvect nothing else» But a 
grave responsibility devolves unon the honest rank-and-file of the Trotsky wor- 
kerse In the vanguard of those workers who have subjectively broken with Stalin, 
it is up to them to cease giving support to the Tito trape They whould now 
start a camoaign to drive out the Cannons, Shachtmans and others who vropose to 
supnort the nationalist-burocrat Tito against the nationalist-burocrat Stalin. 
They should join with us of the WERP in carrying to the workers wherever possible 
the true story of the Stalin-Trotsky-Tito volitics and im posing against these 
anti-proletarian movements a single World Democratic Workers' State. In the USA, 
where there are large masses of Yugoslav workers, the -xposure of the real nature 
of the Tito trav would not only protect the workers immediately approached but 
would also have consequences in Yugoslavia. But the first step for the Trotsky 
workers is to learn the truth themselves, not only absut Tito, but about the pro- 
tectors of Tito, Cannon, Shachtman and Co. 


In conclusion the writer submits the following summary on his own behalf 
since not all »f the members >2f the WLRP my agree with the conclusions in point 
three of this last paragraph. I believe that the lessons of the Tito events 
are the follovings 


jl» That wherever a Comintern “warty leadershin gets control of the state and 
the soonomy, and withcut the presence of Russian armed forces, there exists the 
basis for and the vrobability of Pitoism. 


Swe 


2. That this Titoism is the exvression of the demand of the local nation- 
alist-burocratic forces to rule over and exploit “their” workers and peasants 
without having to divide -u» with the Kremlin. 


3. That thera is an immediate prospect of Titoism in China and that the 
bourgeoisie is banking upon that contingency. 


4. That jt bacomes an urgent task of the WLRP t2 expose this trap among 
as broad circles as possible. 


Thomas Fe Harden 


February, 1950. 
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THE BRITISH GENERAL ELECTION 


Tie resuit of the receut election in vritainu hus shown that the country is 
almost equally divided between the Conservative and Labour Parties. This is a 
reflection of the fact that they are both capitalist parties oad 1s far 1s their 
vbolicies are concarnod, the vist mjority of the neonle percoiva no important 
difforance batwoon thome A similar situation arises to that which exists in the 
UseSeie where the capitalists divide the electorat2 botwoan the Dimoeratic and 
Revublican parties. On forcign nolicy both Cons2rvaitive and Labour politicians 
are for tho Marshall Plan and tho continuation of the cold ware Consoquontly 
tho whole clection ws swung around tho quostion of homo policy. In tho main 
the clectorate took sides on tho basis of tho false Slogans of for or 2grinst 
nationnlisction. 


Nationalisation of decrnvit industry is in the intorost of British cavital- 
ism ac 2 whole. Conservative vromiganda against nationalization sarv7s 4 two- 
fcld purnos2. Firstly by making 1 disturbances 37f thr iscue thoy hovr to socura 
greater commonention for the owners of undortakings schsduled for possible nation- 
nlisatione Secondly this anti-natimrlisation vrovaganda serves the interests 
of the Labour capitalist .ttlees and Bevanse It serves to misleid large sections 
of workers into believing that nrtionalisation is 2 measure which th? canitalists 
are vary much against and that consequently the nationalisation morsures of tha 
Labouritcs mast b3 in the interests of the workers. It was largely on this 
“issue” of nationalisation counlsod with all the usual ecxviitalist election henew 
that the eloction took placz. The major vroblem confronting tho poovles of the 
world, th? vroblem of world wir--withr Russia and the UeSesz5s 15 the main contrsting 
forcos in an atomic conflict--was not an issua in tho elaction. 30th tho Labour 
Party and tho Conservetives ars lined un bchind th? Atlantic Pact with tho UeSer. 
against Russiae 


Tho small mijority giined by tho Labour Party makcs tho vosition of admin- 
istration untenablo for any considarable worind. Tho huge poll xf 64% 2f tho 
alectorote shows tho fear of the ve rvls in tho faeo of imoonding war or slum -— 
an awikoning of voolitical conscisusnoess of larg soctirns of the vonulation wis 
aceommanind by the fact that tho only choices bifore tho nernle vas 4 yote for 
one of tha thrao Cupitalist partius (isd. Bavvur, Conservative lermulosral ona 
vote for Stalinism renresentsd by the British Communist Party. 


The Stealinists and the elaction. 


Tha British Ce % nut forward 107 qandidatag cut cf a p-ssible 625. It did 
not gain a singl2 seat and lost the two that it had giined in 1945. Its repro- 
sentation in parliament is now nil and mst >of its fellew travellers hav? also 
been sliminatede Is this t> bo ecnsidered a dofaat for Stalinism? It is possible 
that tho C.Pe leaders exnectod battar aloctizn rasults but it is a certainty 
that they did not expect t> gain anything like 100 sents. Their purpose was to 
uso the olacticn for provaganda purn-scs and as far as oossiblo to ombarrass the 
Labour machine. The British C.™. avplied an advanced worker orientation --re- 
garding the L.?. as advanced workers. Their propaganda was anti~Lab-ur in emph- 
asis and the G-nservatives reesivead only tho tail end of thoir attacke 
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The Stalinist election tactics were based for yrovaganda nuryoses mainly 
upon criticism of Labour Government resnonsibility for “shooting unarmed natives 
in Malay" and unon a strong urging of all round wage increases to raise the our- 
chasing power of the workers 2nd so create a demand for great vroductivity. The 
Stalinists demanded the ending of Britains economic ties with U.Se imperiaiism 
and the establishing in its stead of trade agreements with Russia and the so- 
c2lled "Peovle's Democracies" of Eastern Eurove--and the new Chinese Government. 
They called for an ending of the warmongering nolicies of UeSe and British pol- 
iticians in thea interests of "world peace.” 


The Communist hecklers were mainly at Labour meetings.e The Ce? contested 
seits where the &.?. would lose more by their intervention. 4n examole is Bex- 
ley Heath, London, where the conservative majority over Labour ws 132, and the 
Stalinist made 481 votes. If tha Stalinist had not entered this would have con- 
sequently been 2 Labour gain. 


These figures prove that the intervention of the Stalinist cundidate took 
-agnough votes from the Libourite to ensure 2 conservative victory» In Glasgow 
constituencies where the Conservitives gtined small majorities over the Labourites, 
they were assisted by tha Stalinistst intervention. The figures fdilows 


Govans Conservative majority over Labour, 372; Communist vyota 1,547+ - 
Shivley: Conservnitive majority, 81; Commnist vote 237. 
Scotstowm: Conservative majority, 279; Commmist vote 1,088. 


These figures are quoted in the March issue of the union mag2zine of the 
Transnort and General Workers Union, in an article by irthur Deaken, general sec- 
retary of the union. 


This Stalinist volicy was obviously directed not only at winning sunvorters 
for the C.?. from the te, but was aimed at a vossible Conservative victorye 
This would mean the onen rule of the right wing section of British Capitalism 
where the class struggles would vrobibly take sharver forms than under a Labour 
administration. That the Stalinists hove tio make gnins in such a situation is 
obvious from their strong urging of strike action in sunnort of the engineers? 
claim of wage increase. 


The Tretskyites and the election. 


The officiyl organ of Americ.in Trotskyism "THE MILITANT" gave prominsnece in 
its issue of 6th Febe 1950 to "Why Revolutionary Socialists favour victory of 
British Labor Party." This remarkable article by Paul G. Stevens starts off from 
the correct vremise that the British Labour Party acts essentially in the interest 
of British capitalism. Does the author deduce from this that the British Labour 
Party acts against the interests of the British workers? On tha contrary, he 
asserts that the victory of the L.P. is of importance to the worksrs. 


“For revolutionary socialists, for class-conscious workers, it is clear 
that the British Labor Party government has acted essentially in the 
interests of the capitalists during the four and 4 half years it has 
been in powere Nevertheless, the world as well as the domestic rela- 
tionship of forces renders the victory of this varty in the coming 
elections imvortant for workers everywhere." 
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The article continues with a list of the “achievements” of the Labour govern 
ment during its term of office 1945-1950. It refers t> social security measures 
and the national health scheme but is forced to admit that such measures are com- 
mon to capitalist governments. In fact the article states that even as far as 
nationalisation is concarned--orly decrepit industries have been nationalised 
with large scale comoensation to the former owners and without the slightest veas- 
tige of workers' control. The article admits that even the granting of indenen- 
dence to Indig Burma and Ceylon are concessions forced from the weakened British 
imerialism by Fising tide of the asiatic masses. In the international arena 
the Labour Government has carried on the volicy of Churchill. In spite of this 
record of administering €avitalism sc well in the interests of the canitalists 
it is the opinion of "TED MILITANT" that the Conservative Party is waging a life 
and death struggle asainst the Labour Party in order thnt the right wing of Brit- 
ish capitalism can taxe over the reins of offices In actual fact the British 


capitalist class have implicit faith in their Labour arm to lead th 
2 mt 8 aS NCS e workers awa 
from revolutionary action. Only when this fails will the right be needed. y 


The Socialist Outlook. 


This 8ritish “left" Labour paner is quoted by Johh G. Wright in his article 
in "THE MILITWI" at lencth. This affection is understandable when we realise that 
the British Trotskyita Revolutionary Communist Party dissolved last year and en- 
tered the Lahour Partw ord that its rallying voint in the Labour mevament is the 
"SOCIALIST OUTLOOK" with its resnectrble fromt of a counle of MePe's of the 1945-50 
Parliament. "THE MILITANT" article quotes the "SOCIALIST OUTLOOK" as follows: 


“Tf the Tories win it will be 2 defeat for the international working 
classe Reaction throughout the world will be encouragede Our own move- 
ment will be forced into a rearguard action to defend itself from the 
capitalist attacks which will inevitably followe « « - 


“Tf Labour is returned to office, then the Walunble exnerience of the last 
four years will bs oontinued. The fallacy of trying to make capitalism 
work will become mors and more apparent to the organiSed workers. The 
demand for 2 more socialist volicy will be irresistible. The vossibility 
will oven un for the transformation of the Party into 1 nowerful instru- 
ment of social ehange--the ideal of those who pioneered the movement. 


"Zor this possibility to become fact it is necessary to rout the Tories 
at the general election. That is our first and most urgent task." 


In tha ovinion of the "SOCIALIST OUTLOOK" a win for the Tories is a defsat 
sor the international orking class and to prevent this the solution is to nut 


into nover the Gaaally ewmitalist Labour Party. This: ling flows Logically from 

the old RO? line of putting Lroour ints wvower, shoraby the seoracrs hota hiails sh 

frag demonstration of its reaction ry policy anc Vill then purn- to the crotsiy- 

itese In the menntime they just hive to carry on sufferinge hs primary es of 

the British Trotsx; workers ic thus to use un their energy in rallying round the 
it; 


Labour Party, or, ac "THE MILIT.Nu™ Dues Ble 
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"No doubt, class-conscious workers in Britain will for these reasons rally 
behind the Labor Party, desvite its record, just as the cxwitalists 
rilly behind the Tories." (Ibid.) 


The WeleRePe and ths election. 


British members of the WeteRePe when discussing the election with the vor- 
kers point out that a vote for either Labour or Conservative parties is 2 vote 
for canitalism. A’ vote for’ the'’C.% is°a vote for Stalin. this slectionspro- 
vides no alternative. The task of creating the third force is the work of the 
WelereP. 


_ Glass conscious workers realise that in the struggle to overcome ¢apitalism 
and establish the classless society they have to overcome tremendous obstacles. 
Chief of these immediments is the fact that the working class movement is not 
frees, and hus never been free, from the obstacles of nationalism and burocracy 
and opnortunism with which the reactionary leadershiv have always and consist- 
ently led them away from 2 revolutionary volicy. The WeleRePe nlone voints tha 
way to the building of the world varty of workers revolution. 


arthur Priest 


England. March, 1959. 
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THE POLITICAL BACKGROUND FOR THE 
DISSOLUTION OF THE BRITISH TROTSKYT?iS 


The Revolutionary Communist Party of Great Britain, (@Trotskyites) carrying 
out a decision adopted at a special National Conference on June }/6, 1949, have 
formally dissolved their organization and entered the British Labour Party as 
individuals, This act vrovides the culmination of a long series of ideological 
manipulations and organizational maneuvers evolved over a period of many years. 
For a proper understanding of the perspectives now facing the advanced anti- 
Stalinist workers in Britain, the role of the Labour Party and the relation of 
the Trotskyites to it has to be evaluated. 


To most advanced workers, the evaluation and role of the Labour Party is 
well known. As British capitalism developed and gradually broadened the democrat~ 
ic cover of its class dictatorship, it bribed the upper section of the proletariat, 
which then formed its organization to protect its interests, As the interests of 
this stratum of the proletariat are inextricably bound to that of the capitalist 
class, this organization (Labour Party) acts as an agency of the ruling class 
within the ranks of the workers, It puts a brake on the struggle of the workers 
and diverts’ the latter from their real historic task- the overthrow of cavitalism 
and channels their energy toward the task of extorting increasing bribes from the 
Capitalists for the benefit of the aristocracy of labour, The Labour leaders act 
in a’thousand ways to transmit canitalist ideology into the minds of the workers. 


While the interests of the Labour Party leadership are in conflict with the 
mass of the workers, it has succeeded in gaining the leadership of these very wre 
kerse This has been accomplished by an outward expressed nolicy of loyal opposi- 
tion to the British capitalists and by nutting across the idea that the Labour 
Party program, if implemented by state power, would eventually lead to Socialism. 
The British capitalists lend a hand in this game by publicly pretending that these 
Labour leaders represent an actual threat to capitalism. In truth, as the -British 
imperialists fully understand, the real policy of the British Labour Party leader- 
ship is loyalty to the British capitalist system in deeds and a few meaningless 
oppositional gestures in words. 


To carry out its function, the Labour Party leadership is compelled’ to 
"sub-contract out" wart of its work, That is, it is obliged to allow within its 
ranks a left wing which acts as a loyal opposition to the Labour Farty, critical 
in words, loyal in deeds. I1t ties back to the Labour Party those workers who are 
moving or starting to move- or even those who show signs of starting to move-~ out 
of the orbit of the ideology of the aristocracy of labour towards a revolutionary 
proletarian position. 


The economic interests of the Stalinist bureaucracy are politically repre- 
sented by the C.P.5.U., by the Stalin-led organizations in the satellite states 
and in the capitalist countries, These latter collect around them sincere workers 
and petty bourgeois. elements who are attracted -by the glamour of the Russian Rev- 
olution and by the falsehood that Socialism is being built in Russia, But the 
Stalinist organizations themselves throw up loyal oppositions varying in size and 
political importance. The essentially nro-Stalin character of these oppositions 
are determined by some point of attachment to Stalinist politics in its historical 
developnent in Nussia. 


One effective means among others used by the Stalin system to mislead the 
workers:is to distort the role of Social Democracy, which in Britain is represented 
by the Labour Party. In its left swing, the Stalin leaders identify the Labour 
leaders with fascism, whereas in its right swing, it calls for unity neha is 

j yhom it then characterizes as a progressive forces After the wilc 
ee ee nies of 1928-32 culminated in the victory of Hitler, the Stalinists 
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‘ously began a swing to the right beginning with a modest proposal 
eae pelitical | nekeaneseldn pact with the Social Democracy in March wate 
The swing developed gradually until the Stalinists began to openly SURED SS peice 
policies and leaders of unashamed pro~capitalist organizatior6e With pro-Righ is 
poison being dimmed into their ears day in and day out, the British wpukele FReaE 
given a completely distorted perspective of the role of the Labourites an 

aims of the British Labour Party. Within this general context, it would be en- 
lightening to study the activities of the British Trotskyites in this connection. 


The Revolutionary Communist Party of Great Britain was the result of a 
combination between the Workers International League and the Revolutionary v0- 
cialist League, which in turn developed as a product of a number of complex 
fusions of various groups. For one thing, the rightist pro-Labour Party ideo- 
logy poisoned this combination from its foundations as can be seen from the 
evolution of a bewildering number of mutually contradictory positions. 


The masses of the organized workers believe that the Labour Party, in 
power through a parliamentary majority, can improve their standard of living. 
Some of them believe it can (but won't) bring Socialism. Some of them believe 
it can (and will) bring Socialism. For a variety of reasons a large proportion 
(today a majority) of the masses support the Labour Party. This shows that the 
Labour Party is doing its job efficiently and that the Labour Party leadership 
is correctly carrying its task of tying back to the capitalist ideology those 
workers who are starting to move to the left. 


liany workersbegin to sec the truth of this and start to move away from 
support of the Labour Party, It is possible to tie them back to the Labour 
Party by telling them: 


1. It is a working class party but it has a wrong program which can and must 
be changed, or 

2e It is a working class narty which somehow has gotten itself a bad leader- 
ship which can and must be changed, or 

3. It is a working class party with a good programme which its leaders do 
not intend to carry out. This can only be proved by supporting the Party into 
power, and so giving the leaders a chance to carry out this good programme, or 

he It is a working class party with a good programme which cannot be fulfilled 
under capitalism so we must support it into power so that this fact will be 
proved to the masses whercuponeee the leaders will change to anti-capitalism 

5. ditto eee the leadership will be changed 

6. ditto eee the masses will leave the Labour Party 

7. It is a working class party with a bad programme (or leadership) which 
must be proven by supporting the L.P, into power, (‘shereupon the workers will 
then change the programme or the leaders, thus turning the LeP, into a Socialist 
party or they will leave the L.P. and, of course, join the loyal op»osition which 
is putting forward this line.) 

8. It is not a working class party so we mst Support it into power in order 
that it may prove this by its actions to the vwrkers who will then leave it or 
change it. 

9. It is not a working class party and we must prove this by demanding ($) 
that it carry out measures for the benefit of the working class. Vhen it re~ 
fuses to do this, - or to say it will do this- then the workers will change or 
leave it. . 

10. «+e some variety or combination of the above, 


Now a sincere but confused individual might honestly put forward any of 
the above lines, But anyone that put forward two or Aneeee or all! a 


s ° ° oe ni 
these lines would obviously not be an honest individual. The Labour ees 9 


be both a warty representing the historic interests of the proletariat and one 
representing the interests of their oppressors, the capitalist class, It can 
not have a Socialist program which the leaders do not intend to carry out and 
have an anti-working class policy. If its leaders are agerts of the capitalist 
class then they must carry out a capitalist policy and no amount of pressure or 
demanding can make them carry out an antiecapitalist policy, If it is a capi- 
talist party with capitalist leacers carrying out a capitalist policy, then the 
task of workers must be to oppose it and not supnort it. 


Finally, if it is an intrinsic, unalterable capitalist agency, then it 
is only deception of the masses to advocate that it adont a socialist policy. 
Indeed, if it is an agency of the capitalist class acting within the ranks of 
the workers, then it is our task to denounce every policy it adopts, For the 
more to the left its policy, the more it is leaning leftwards in order to drag 
the workers back into the orbit of the ideology of its capitalist masters. 


But it is not the task of this article to argue azainst any one of the 
many lines put forward by the Trotskyists on this question, but instead to de- 
monstrate the subjective, conscious dishonesty of the Trotskyist bureau which 
puts forward the variety of self-contradictory lines that are intended only to 
tie back to the Labour Party inachine the workers who are leaving it for whatever 
reason. 


All quotations are from the Socialist Apneal (which before its Vol. 3 Noe 
9 issue of June 191 was called Youth For Socialism, and from 192 called itself 
Organ of the Yorkers International League, Four nternational, and from its 
Vol. 5 No. 20 issue of April 19h, called itself Organ of the Revolutionary Com~ 
munist Party, British section of the Fourth International,) 


In liay 191 the Trotskyist paper after criticising the present policy of 
the Labour Party leaders says: 


"The workers nust force the Labour leaders to break with the treacherous 
ruling class...Only the working class,..can push the Labour leaders into 
power or completely expose their impotence, The failure of the Labour 
leaders to respond to this-demand of the workers will reveal the hollowness 
of their claim to represent their interests,.,Labour to Power on the fol~ 
lowing Programnd! (here follow six slogans, including 'Granting freedom to 
India and the Colonies!!,'!Nationalization without compensation of arms 
industries, banks, mines and railways', ‘Control of production by workers’, 
ete. = C,Peds) (pel) 


This suggests that the Labour leaders, at that time alvied in covernnental 
Coalition with the tories, were at that time carrying out a policy not in the 
interests of the workers, but it might be possible for the workers "by mobilizing 
their forces, to push the Labour leaders to powereee’ on a working class nrogram 
say the Trotskyites, In other words, the Labour leaders are betrayers and liars, 
paralyzing the working class, but they can be pushed into power on a socialist 
programme if the workers mobilize their forces, The following month, after the 
usual criticism, the line of a breach between the’ Labour leaders (agents of 
capitalism!) and the capitalists is put forward and "If the Labour leaders are 
Sincere this is the only road which they can take...sLabour to Power on the 
following programme..." (pelt). The slogans are the same as above, extended to 
seven, the new one being establishment of army officers training camps controlled 
by the trade unions, The Trotskyites here give the impression that the Labour 
leaders are sincere but mistaken in their-viewpoint. Incidentally the last of 
the Trotskyite demands in-cach case is for "A socialist apneal to the workers of 
Germany and Europe for the socialist strugzle against Hitler," and without further 
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it ‘on the article here ends: “Only workers power and Socialism can 
fay ceovareee Sa in all its forms." This suggests to the readers of the Social- 
ist Appeal, that if the labour leaders are sincere and so decide to "bre : 
wth the tories and take power on the above seven demandse»sthat they (the 
Labour agents of capitalism) will be operating Socialism and that that would 
be workers control} 


Within a few months the Trotskyists had found for themselves a programme 
and from Autumn 191 onwards the Socialist Appeal published more or less regu- 
larly a column which went something Tikc this as per issue of November 191 pelt 


"The Socialist Appeal continues Lenin's policy: 

tan end to the coalition with the bosses, Labour and Trade Union leaders 
must break with the canitalist government and wage a campaign for yower on 
the following vrogramme: 

1) Dispatch of arms to the USSR under Trade Union and factory committee cons 
trol. 

a Nationalization (as quoted aboveeC.P.Se) 

3) Confiscation of all war profit- all company books to be open for Trade 
Union insrection 

z Workers control of industry. (As above-C.P.S.) 

5) Equal distribution of food etc, under control of committees of housewives, 
small shopkeepers, workers. ‘ 

6) Sliding scale of wages with guaranteed minimun 

7) Repeal of anti-working class legislation. 

8) Clear out pro-fascist officers, Election of officers by rank and file 
(as above-C.P.S. 

9) kdlitary academies under Trade Union control (as above.) 

10) Arming of workers under control of committces of workers elected in 
factories and streets against danger of invasion or Potainism. (As aboveeC.P.S.) 
ae Freedom for India, Ireland, etc. (As above=-C.P.S.) 

12) A Socialist Appeal to the workers of Germany and Europe on the basis of 
this programme to join the Socialist struggle against Hitler for the Social- 
ist United States of Hurope. (As above~C.P.S.) 


The Trotskyite policy is quite clear. The leaders of the Labour Party 
are capable of breaking with the capitalists, and of taking power (in parliament?) 
on a programme which, according to point 12 in the foregoing, is a socialist onc, 
In other words, there is nothing to prevent the Labour Party from becoming a 
Socialist Party or the Labour leaders from becoming revolutionists}] Incidentale 
ly, it might be noted that the programme itself is a hash of slogans bundled to- 
gether in a manner intended to attract workers from all varicties of the politi- 
cal compass without regard to logic or dialectics. Point No. 1 urges that the 
workers scond arms to the treacherous antieworking class Stalinist burcaucrats, 
Points No. 2y 5, 8, 11, and 12 are only possible at the peak point of a revolu- 
tionary period, all of which signify the end of the capitalist system. Points 
No. 9, and 10 are first possible in a period of disintegration of capitalist rule 
just before the vrolctarian revolution, Point No. 3 asks for the confiscation of 
the profits and the opening of the books of companicse..e which have already been 
nationalized under Point No. 2$ Then there are Points 6 and 7 which are impos 
sible under capitalism and needless after capitalism has been overthrown, Point 
No. is a trap which can be found exposed in the very same issue of the Social- 
ist Appeal where it is pronosed§ op are 


The Workers Control called for in Point No. is a traditional slo 

° é gan of 
the Lenin, Stalin, Trotsky tendency, Trotsky calls it a transitional demand that 
leads to the taking over of industry by the workerse The RCP, at this writing 
poses it as a slogan of dual power, The entire tendency has always put Workers. 


Control" as something involving to one extent or another the taking of power out 
of the hands of the capitalists. In any case, this has been called by them con- 
tinuously as a "revolutionary demand," In their issue for June 191, the edi- 
torial states: 


N ae une: Solution (boing) in the control being taken out of the hands of the 
bourgeoisie and vested in the hands of those who can run industry efficiently 
and in the interests of the community- the working class." (p. 2, my imp.-C.P.S. 


In the same issue of the Socialist Appeal which calls for workers control 
of industry as part of the Socialist programme To be operated by the Labour lead- 
ers, the Trotsky leadership gives an example of what they mean by Workers Control. 
In a lengthy article they discuss how the workers in a (capitalist) state arma- 
ments factory in the midlands had agrecd to increase the production (of arms!) 

by working harder and by reearranging machinery, schedules, etc., providing part 
of the technical management of the factory was vested in the Shop Stewards (some 
boing trotskyists) and if an agrecimnt concerning wages and other issues was 
agreed to: 


"At first the men were reluctant to accept an agreement which involved incre# 
ased exertions on their part, But when the stewards had explained the con- 
ditions, and that the management would not be able to utilize the position to 
lower the standards and rates under the terms of the agreement they enthusi- 
astically endorsed the action of the stewards," (November 191, pe 2) 


The article then details the "benefits" which resulted from such a plan: 


"Given these conditions and with virtual control of production in the hands of 
the shop stewards the production quota was easily realized, The managenent 
admitted that the factory had produced 33% more than was deemed possibleeee 
This result demonstrates the efficiency and necessity of workers control of 
production." (Ibid. ) 


The Trotsky leaders waxed lyrical over this version of "Viorkers Control": 


"But this was not just an isolated and excentional fortnight. Due to the un- 
rivalled militancy and leadership of the shop stewards this factory has achieved 
the highest.wage rete and the best conditions in Britain; and due to the mea» 
sure of control achieved by the shop stewards produces the cheapest, and per 
head of production, the highest standard of any factory in Britain," (Ibid.) 


Actually, this was how the workers in this particular factory met an ur- 
gent demand personally telephoned by Winston Churchill for increased production. 
The Trotsky leaders, however, preferred a different interpretation: 


"Here we have in practice a solution to the problem of production...operation 
under workers control." (Ibid.) 


So we see that what the Trotskyites mean by workers control is that under 
capitalism, the workers should voluntarily agree to take over the foreman's job, 
re-organize the works for the bosses, speed themsclves up, work harder, produce 
more goods for the bosses, all for, a. temporary increase in wages, Significantly, 
the article was sub-headed "Higher Output plus Better Conditions." As if this 
was not plain enough, the article further atiitted that "today workers control 
may mean more profits." (Ibid, ly cmphasis- CoP aoe) 


Of course, a few ionths later, the Socialist Appeal was busy explaining 
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the circumstances under which the workers were kicked out. They were compul- 
sorily transferred to another factory and had their wages cute 


i i they 
In Feb. 192 the Trotskyites attack Joint Production Committees as 1 
were called Beas as the Trotskyites complain this "means they give sae es 
Jusion that the workers are having some say in industry, and at the same time 
they can demand more concessions from the bosses through these committees. : 
Production will not be increased this way but the slavery of the workers will. 
(Socialist Appeal, Vol. 4 No. 5) The Trotskyites comment: 


"This is not a solution that the workers can welcome, If the Labour leaders 
were honest and explained this to the workers they would gain an anon eho vee 
widespread support for the only progressive alternative-workers control."(Ibid. 


Thus the Trotskyites are not only offering to the capitalist class their 
own solution to the capitalists' problem of production (ilorkers Control in place 
of Joint Productive Committees in order to get the wrkers to toil harder and 
produce more profits) but the Trotskyites even go the extent of begging the labour 
bureaucrats to adopt this measure as their owns 


The aboveecited article continues with such phrases as? 


"the capitalist ckass is forcee to lean-:on the Labour leaders...the treachery 
of the labour leaders...instead of truthfully pointing out..ethey rallied in 
support of Churchill..." (Ibid.) 


And the Trotskyite solution? 


"Yorkers, Trade Unionists, demand that your leaders (these dishonest, untruth- 
an aaa leaders~ C,P,S.) fizht for the interests of the wrkers..." 
Ibid, 


So apparently, if the workers demand hard enough they could persuade the 
crooks, liars and traitors to fight for the workers demands! This is the way 
that the Trotskyites function to tie back the leftward moving militants to the 
tails of the social democracy in this situation, 


The March 192 issue of the Socialist Appeal has a half inch heading: 
"FOR A SOCIALIST BRITAIN followed by a quarter inch subehead: "Demand the 
Labour Leaders End Yruce and Take Porer." (p,. 1 


Surely there can be no two ways of understanding thisJ Clearly the Tro« 
tsky leaders are telling the workers that if the Labour leaders take power they 
are capable of creating a Socialist Britain, The Trotsky leaders know that the 
Labour leaders are agents of the capitalist class and they know that even if the 
Labour leaders did take power they could take no steps whatsoever to create Soci« 
alism. The heading is not a mistake or an errant policy but sheer deception. 

The article quoted which is mainly an attack on the ILP for putting forward a 
similar. policy, suggests that revolutionists should "table a series of demands 

and approach the Labour leaders with them proposing that they break with the 
Tories and wage a struggle for power, Simultancously a Campaign would be waged 
to draw the rank ana file of the Labour movement throughout the country to achieve 
these aims and thus expose their leaders..elf such action compelled the Labour 
leaders to break with the torics so much the better. This would be a prelude to 

a struggle for power." (Ibid, 


Here the Trotskyites again follow criticism of the Labour leaders by sug= 
gesting that the latter can be compolled to break with the Tories and alee 2 


‘strucgzle for nowere on the basis of working class demands, Thus thoy delude 
the workers that it is possible to change the labor licutenants of the capi- 
talist class into anti-capitalists, and that it is possible (under pressure) 


for the La*our Jeadors to fight for the interests of the nasses, 


Incidentally, it should be noted that up to now the demand of the Trots- 
kyites is for the Labour leaders to take nower on a working class programme, 
not on the Labour Party programme. 


In its April 191 issue, the Socialist Appeal says: 


"This is the position of the Labour leaders: they prefer to co-operate with 
the bosses till they will not be needed any moreeesthe Labour leaders claim 
to represent the interests of the workers: Then let them breck now with the 
capitalists..eeiind the Coalition! For a General Election! Labour must take 
power!" (P, ]) 


In other words, the Labour leaders just happen to pn cfer the wrong thing. 
They must be persuaded to change their minds, In Avril 192, the lead article 
ends: : 


"Yorkers International Leacuc (The Trotskyites= C.P.5.) believes that the 
solution of the problcins which confront the workin class can only be solved 
by the workers taking powcr into their own hands, But tho first step in 

this direction must be the re-establishment of the independence of the organi- 
zations of the working class from subordination to the bosseSeee The coalition 
must be ended. Labour must take powers Put into force the programme of the 
Socialist Appecal,'! 


Here then there is no equating of the Labour leaders in'power with the 


establishnent of Socialism. First Labour To Pover in order to put the leaders 
to the test, so to speak, Jhon the workers must take power into their ow handse 


In a report on the Labour Party Conference, in Socialist Appeal for June 
1942, we are informed that the workers are »ressing for a break In the Labour- 
Tory alliance and that "This is probably the last Conference in which the Labour 
Party will be represented in thc Goverment. The Labour leaders by the noxt 
Conference will rrobably be forced into opposition. ‘This is the next step for 
the working class towards the taking of power by those who claim to represent the 
interests of the workers, J,1.L. is fighting to lcad the workers on to this 
roadeee JC will fight for the demand that the Labour leaders put into force a 
programme of socialist demands, By this means, the workers will become convinced 
from their own expericnce that the Labour leaders cannot show then a way out of 
the misery of capitalism and its wars. They will begin to sec the necd for the 
Fourth Intcrnational and its. programme as the only means of conqucring power and 
instituting the Socialist rule of the working class.!' 

In view of the wrong prognosis at the boginning of the above citation 

(the Labour leaders nover at any time broke from the Torics= it was the Torics 
that broke the coalition, three years Later) it almost appears here that the 
Trotskyites were beginning to believe their own lying propaganda that the wor 
kers could force the Labour leaders to do anything of benefit to the working 
class! Im the sence vein as »reviously, the article suggesus that the ending 
ofthe coalition would be a ston fosvard for the workers (and in actual fact 
the coalition was evontually ended- by Churchills?) and pretends that a breach 
of the Labourelory alliance meant independence of the workings classé ‘Tho Trotsky 
leaders stil] suc¢zest that the workers should believe in the EUR L ere cee 


Labour leaders putting forward a levolutionary Socialist progranme. 


sugrost (ambicuously) either that the Labour leaccrs won't adopt it or clso that 
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i i j yording is phrased to allow 
they will adopt it and then not carry it out. (The wording is phras 
eithes eo eau according to the political level of the {individual reader.) 


ieanwhile, in the Editorial of the same issue which discusses the coal 
situation, we read: 


"It is time that this farce was ended, It is time that the leaders of the 
workers be forced to act in the interests of the workerSeee Not a rotten come 
promise but the expropriation of the mines without compensation and their ope=- 
ration under the control of the miners." (ps3) 


In other words, the Labour leaders can be forced to carry out part of the 
so-called Socialist programme of the Fourth International, Three contrary poli- 


cies in one issue of the paper$ 


With the August 192 issue of the Socialist Appeal there occasionally 
begin to appear such paragraphs as the following: 


"Join the ranks of the W.I.L. and help us to build a pony that will make the 
programme of the Socialist Appeal a living reality. " (pel) 


But what is that programme? Why here it is at the top of the page, the 
usual "Our programme for power. An end to the coalition with the bosses.~ Labour 
and Trade Union leaders must break with the Capitalist Government and wage a 
sae for pover on the following..." (Then come the 12 points cited before- 
C.P.S. 


This, then, is the double demand of the lrotskyites to the Labour  wrkers: 
1.) Do not break with the Labour Party . Work for Labour to Power, 2) Break 
with the treacherous Labour Party, join our ranks and «eework for Labour to Power]! 


In the Sept. 192 issue of the Socialist Appeal there is a report of the 
WeleLe National Conference. It comments that "the traditional mass organisations 
of the working class, the Labour and Communist Parties, have gone over to open 
support of. the class enemy..." (Vol. } No. 12) The report then gives extracts 
from the main conference document: "A split in the Labour Party is inevitable... 
the thoroughly rotten and decayed ekements of the extreme right wing will step 
over into the camp of the ruling class as did MacDonald. The left will be driven 
to break the coalition (It was the tories that broke the coalition three years 
after-C.P.S.) and form an open opposition in parliament." (Ibid.) 


You pays your tuppence and you takes your choice. The Labour leaders are 
already in the camp of capitalism, They aren't already in the camp of capitalism 
but "inevitably" some of them soon will bee They won't break the coalition, 

They will break the Coalition... What have you? 


In February 193 the leading article of the Trotskyite paper ends with: 
"A workers government is the only means of destroying fascism forever and esta= 
blishing a socialist world of peace and plenty for all." And how is this to be 
obtained? On Page 2 of the same issue we get the good old Trotskyist solution 
in thick lettering- "OUR PROGRAMME FOR POUR. An end’ to the coaltion with the 
bosses. Labour and Trade Union leaders must break with the canitalist government 
and wage a campaign for power," There is more in the same vein. You can equate 
the goal of Vorle rs Governnent with the programmatic solution if you like. One 
is in the leading article, the other the rogramme., Both av-ear in the same issue 
All things to all men. The Trotskyites have a programme bo suit everyore. ; 


In March 193 the Socialist Appeal became a twice month] aper 
and cele- 
brated this by a slight turn In policy at the ond of their ieee 


WJorkerseesthe time has come to exert your vressure now. We anneal to you. 
Don't put your trust in the capitalists or their politicians. Watch the 
actions of your own leaders, Rely on your own strength, your ow forceSeese" 


The workers are told to rely on their own strength, to distrust their 
leaders and yet the article ends with the demand for Labour to Power, In May 
1943 the Socialist Apreal gives the principles of the Trotsky organization: 


'\iorkers International League is a revolutionary Marxian organisation based 
on a definite programme whose aim is the organisation of the working class 
in the struggle for power and the transformation of the existing social order! 


And how is this to be achieved? As usual, just turn back a page to 
"Break the Coalition. Labour to Pover-on-the following programme." (Then comes 
the ,I.L. 12 points.) But what has happened to that headline? Its changedl3 
Up until Larch 1943 the headhine was "OUR PROGRAMME FOR POR." In harch 1943 
where signs of a slight change were shown, the 12 points were just headed "OUR 
PROGRAMME" and from then on the new ‘heading of the 12 points is this: "Break 
the Coalition, Labour to Power on the following programme:" 


Aren't the Labour leaders to be pressurised any longer to adopt a. trots- 
kyite policy? Apnarently not. The snecific wording of Labour and Trade Union 
leaders have been changed to the abstraction "Labour," It ‘is ‘dlong these lines 
that the leading article of Mid iiay 193 ends that the Labour and Trade Union 
movement cannot "toleratc the threats of its 'leaders', It must cleanse the 
ranks of blackmaidcrs and splitters and insure against a stab in the back later," 
(Vol. 5 ifo. 11) 


Although this is followed by the usual demand of Labour to Power it is 
obvious that the Trotskyists are now telling the workers that the Labour leaders 
are cnemies who must be expelled from the Labour Party. Incicentally, this could 
mean by implication that these positions of leadership are to be taken over by 
the equally treacherous 'Labour Lefts,! 


In any case, it now appears that the Labour Party can become a workers 
revolutionary party with a Trotskyite program, provided the workers take the 
initiative, However, it is first necessary to get rid of the present leaders, 
But we read in a short article oi Ireland elsewhere in the issue that "Labour 
has now a wonderful opnortunity to win the majority of the workers and farners 
by a camnaign around a fighting socialist »rogramme... The Labour members in 
Stormont should resign and foree byee-clectionseeeThe Irish workers in Ulster 
have an opportunity of giving the lead to the workers of all Britain. i,1l,lL. 
in Ireland will fight for Labour to take power as the next stage in the struggle 
whilst, putting forth our own programme of socialist demands," (Ibid.) 


That is, in Northern Ireland, the Labour Party must be supported into 
power on their own programme, leaving the peddling of the Trotskyite 12 points 
to the W.I,L. Now you knows 


The June 193 issuc discussed the coming Labour Party Conference and gives 
the following line: 


"Some of the Labour leaders want the coalition to be continued after the war 
is over{ Those who stand vith the class enomy must be driven from the ranks 
of the Labour Movement. If thcre.is to be a split, let it be now...Then let 
them (the labour leaders who should be driven outeC.P.S.) break with the 
government of bankers and capitalists! ‘testore the independence of the 
working class, Labour must take power} i/.J.L. will fight side by side with 
the Labour workers to put this programme into force..." 
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tro good, they're bad, they can't be worse, they could be betiersse 
Take sane ee ere aes to change back to the old policy of Une ei ee 
the Labour Leaders take powcr (this heading was restored as of, the Ee Basho 
issue of the Socialist Appeal) the first July 1943 issue lumps all the d1 e 
policies together in the leading article: 


"The next step forwards in convincing the workers of our programme lies in 
Rpt evens them that the Labour leadership cannot achicve ee pate 

of a world of peace, of plenty and securityes.s(isce The wOROUP ieaders wan 

a world of peace and plenty but are unable to achieve it-C.P.S.) | ‘ 

"The Labour leaders do not want to take powreese(isce The trouble with the 
Labour leaders is that they are afraid of responsibilitys-C.P.S.) 

"For a General Election, Labour must take powcr and nut into force the pro- 
gramme of the Socialist Appeal...(i.sce The Labour Leaders are workers neuer : 
sentatives with a wrong policy who must be- and so presumably can be- persuade 
to adopt a revolutionary socialist nolicy-C.P.S.) ER aot 

"By this the Labour leaders demonstrate that far from being socialists they 
are not even consistent democratSese(ieCe The Labour Leaders have no place in 
a Social-Domocratic organisation. This is tho previous, but disapnearing line 
of kick out the leaders.~-C,P,S.) = 

"It is clearly scon that it is the leaders who are apathetic and indifferent 
to the struggle for social change. Indeed they are fighting tooth and nail 
against 7%. fecices They are capitalist agents of the ruling class functioning 
within the ranks of the workers to hold them back.-C.P.S.) | : 
"Demand that your leaders chance Socialist words into Socialist decds. W.I.le 
will fight side by side with the workers to achicve thisee#(iece The Labour 
Leaders have a Socialist policy which they cannot or do not want to «take 
your choices put into oneration.-C.P,S, 


The Mid-July 1943 issuc says boldly in a leading articlo that the Labour 
Leaders are a nack of traitors and deccivers who arc playing the game of the 
capitalists, Workers, they say, you have nothing to gain from this putrid Labour 
leadership; join the J.1,L, and fight for its nrograme. Bub whensthe reader 
turns to page 2 of the Socialist Appeal tc see what this program is, he finds that 
the Trotsky leadership is calling for this self-same treacherous Labour and Union 
leaders to break the political coalition with the openly capitalist politicians 
and take powcr in the name of Labour. 


The Editorial in the next issue of the Socialist Apneal calls for no 
less than the overthrow of capitalism. Since it is tho Labour and ‘rade Union 
leaders who the Trotskyites want to take power, it is implicd that if the British 
workers struggle hard cnough, they can force the Labour leaders (traitors, capi- 
talist agents, not socialists, not even domocrats) to take power on a revolutionary 
Socialist programme and achieve no less than the overthrow of Capitalism, ‘Misak 

IS NOT A TROTSKY LEADER “HO COULD POSSIBLY BELIEVE THIS YO BS A YUE SPAS. ENT 

OF FACT, Yet this is published week after woek in the Trotsky organ, with, of 
course, minor and major variations to please all different tendencies. 


The January 19h), Socialist Apnoal carries a major acticlo by Harold At- 
kinson explaining the linc, "Why eae To Power?" The excusc for the linc is: 


",ethey arc afraid to take power! When they are forced to take power by 
the masses of the workers, they will be incapable of taking onc roal step 
against the canitalist class. Our whol object eee is to sho this fact to 
the workers who support the old corrupt leadorships,...'! 


It is instructive to note that a year and half later, when the Labour 
Leaders took povere duc to Churchill's decision the Socialist Appeal hailed 
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this as "A smashing victory for the working class." Three years later still, 
when the Labour Leaders nrepared to nationalize Steel for the canitalists, the 
Trotsky writers cheered this as follows: "Steel Nationalization marks a big 
step forward...ethe Labour Party has gone forward in the implementation of its 
programme further than could have been expected, The capitalists have not 
been in a position ese to prevent this development..." 


The SoaLaist Apveal of Avril 19h): announced that "all Trotskyist or- 
ganisations in Britain united into one party}" (Vol. 5 No, 20) The new organi- 
sation was named the Revolutionary Communist Party. ‘This "unification" ®eant 
in effect that one or two tiny grouplets: and a few individuals were admitted 
into the W.I.L. on condition. it changed its name to R.C,P. A bold "FUSION 
:WSOLUTION was published which concluded: 

"Socialist Workers! Communist Workers! The Fourth International is the 
Jorld Party of Socialist Revolution, It is the ONLY international Socialist 
or Communist Party of the working class..." (Ibid, Emphasis in Original) 


And its programme? ‘shat was the pronosed programme of the ONLY Communist 
party of the workins class? -You will never guess? NOUR POGRAMME FOR POWER. 

AN END TO THe COALITION WITH sss BOSSsS. LABOUR AND TRaDe UNION LEADERS wUST 
Bak WITH THE CAPIWALSTSVS ANA WAGE A‘ CAMPAIGN FOL POL ON THe FOLLOVING Pd 
GRAM:" (Ibid.) The programme is no tess than the 12 points slightly reworded; 
two pairs of »yoints are removed and thc: number made up by added demands against 
race hatred and Ulectoral rights from 18 years of age and for soldiers, etce 


So now we know why it is necessary to form the ONLY party of the wor'ers; 
so as to elect a government of traitors, capitdlist agents, splitters, black- 
mailers, non-socialists, not even democrats, allies of ‘the class enemy. 


In the November 19): issue of the Socialist Apneal, there is stated, 
among other thins: 


"The iain task of revolutionaries consists in helping to mobilise the masses 
in the reassertion of their class indenendence on an independent class pro- 
eramme, Labour workers must force the leaders to take power. Once the wor- 
kers have been mobilised on this road they would not easily be prevented by 
their treachcrous leaders from carrying a socialist programme into effect... 
(At this time of writing, four years later, the workers are worse off than 
ever, There is not even a faint hint of socialism.-C.P.S.)° the struggle to 
place the Labour leaders in power on a socialist pnrogramme is the best - iieans 
of exposing these leaders as lackeys of the capitalist class," 


A subsequent issue of the Socialist Appeal is interesting inasmuch as 
it gives a straicht-forward statement of one 7 the many Trotsky policies that 
rarely found its way into publication. It is in the Editorial written by HE, 
Grant. There we find the usual natter assuring the doubtful that the Trotsky 
leaders do not believe that a Labour Government will solve the problems of the 

workers, But the workers do, says Grant. Therefore the Trotskyites unite with 
the workers to demand that the Labour Leaders take power on a Socialist Programme, 
Grant then goes on to add: 


"We will give them (the labour leaders-C.P,S,.) critical support even on their 
own nrozramme ." (Dec. 19, Vol. 6, Now 9 liy emphasis-C,P,S.) 


The above admission is a result of the engulfing by the W.1I.L. of the 
older Trotskyist factions, It represents a policy foreign to the ‘/,I.L. and one 
which had rarely apneared even after the so-called fusion although it was a 
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regular line with the other groups, It is a plain statement that when it comes 
to the showdown, the Trotskyitcs will sunport the Labour Leaders regardless of 
heir vrogrampe. Not Labour to power on a socialist programne- the slogan to 
hook the unwary- but Labour to power on any old programme. Both these lines 
were kept going at the same time, with the bulk of the R,C.Pe membership unaware 


of the actual policy. 


In the Mid-December 19) issue, the Trotsky leaders announced the decision 
of the R.C,.P. to contest a parliamentary election. The line advocated here was 
that Labour take power on a Socialist program. This was a verbal concession to 
the leftward minded Trotsky workers. As a matter of fact, the Uditorial in this 
issue went even further and stated that: 


"The masses need a Socialist Programme and mass socialist parties to fight for 
that programme..sonly the Parties of the Fourth International in Europe have 
such a programme and policy today. Only the Trotskyist parties call won 

the workers to take power into their ovm hands," 


Coupled with the above sentiments, the Trotsky leaders unfolded a seeming= 
ly ferocious attack on the Labour leaders, In his election address to the workers 
at Neath, Haston used strong languages 

"...ethe Labour leaders help the capitalists to confuse the workers, to under= 
mine their class consciousness, to destroy their socialist aspirations. They 
prepare the way for reaction..eforget about socialism and pursue a policy of 
canitalist reforms...The Labour leaders have turned to the right...they pro- 
nose to kecp the capitalist narasites living on the backs of the workerSece 
Their proposals have nothing in common with socialism, They are state capi- 
talist measures. They could not solve the crisis of capitalism but only 
place its burdens on the backs of the workers..,it is necessary to destroy 
first and foremost capitalist property rieghts..,.the workers can havo nothing 
to do with the capitalist »rogramme." (Socialist Apneal May 19)5) 


However, on page 2 as usual in the same issuc, we find the same line for 
Labour to Power. Thus Haston gave red hot talk for the electors of Neath, but 
beneath it all was the grovelling lie that the Labour Party can carry out a 
Socialist policy. 


After the election, the Trotsky loaders analyzed their own infinitesimal 
vote and noted that the workers were still loyal to the Labour leadership, despite 
disillusion with. it. The R.C,P.!s alternative was as follows: 


"(fe explained that if the Neath Labour Party had issued a declaration opposing 
the coalition and proposing to contest the election independently on Labour's 
programme (the one that had nothing in common with socialism and would keep 

the capitalist parasites living on the backs of the workers, among other thirs 
—C.P.S.)e.eWe would have supported the Labour Party against any possible Lib- 
eral or Tory opnonent, We explained ‘that in the General lection when the 
Labour Party was standing on an independent platform, we would call. on the 
workers to supnort the Labour Party and to vote Laboure.s." (Socialist Appeal 
Mid-llay 19,5) ae 


_ 50 you see that although "in the mectings the greatest applause was forthe 
coming when our speakers attacked the policy of the Labour Leaders" yet the 
workers still would not support a party which was offering, to leal i. on the workers 
to support the Labour Party and to vote Labour." How dense of tho workers. ace 
cording to the logic of the Trotsky leaders! . 
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It will be seen that by now the nolicy of “Labour to Power on its own 
nrorramme” had been accepted in full by the party tops. But the rank and file 
were far from clear on this and were not at all helped by the continual printing 


of the demand for Labour to take power on the "revolutionary socialist" programme" 


advanced in the Socialist peee re ue 2 noints.e) However, a month before the 
General Jlection in [9IS, the IZ point prozramme was scrapyed for a week in order 


to allow a Geieral Election Statement of the Political Bureau, Revolutionary Com= 
munist Party. Here the Trotsky leacers stated clearly: 
"The RaC.F. believes that the Labour Party, with its present nolicy, leadership, 
and form of orranization, cannot succeed in overthrowing cavitalism anc bring- 
ing ebout the advent of socialism either nationally or int2rnationally." (voci- 
alist Ameal, June 19):5) 


And what is the conclusion they draw from this'indisputable fact? 


"The task of the revolutionary commmists is to unite trith these worlersese 
to nass through the exnerience of putting Labour Into Power...to test the 
Labour leaders and their nrogramme in practi¢é,...wicnouy making ourselves 
responsible for the General Hlection programme of the Labour Partys.. we call 
on the working class..eto place Labour in Power even-on the basis of Labour's 
declared programme..." (Ibic. ) 


The following fortnight, the Socialist Apreal again introduced the slogan 
of Labour to Power on a supposedly socialist programme- the 12 points, However, 
this issue also continued the tack of Labour to Power on the Labour’ programme 
and acknovwled-ed: 

Mineat.eGsr, Says, Labour to Power with a clear majority. ile believe that whe 
Labour leaders will act in exactly the same way as they Cid in the previous 
Labour Governments whether they have a majority or not," (hid-June 195) 


his above thought misht be compared with the article previously cited by 
h, Atkinson, There Atvicinson nointed out that Labour to Pover on Labour's own 
nrogramme would constitute betrayal of the workings class: 


"We do not demand a Third Lavour Governaent to follow in the footstens of the 
two previous ones. This would be gross opnortuiism and could only lead the 
workers to disillusionment and defeat..." (Socialist Apneal, January 19)h) 


Yet now in Mid-dune 195 the Trots'ty leaders say “we suprort the Labour 
Party in this clection and ficht for a Hajority Labour Government" (on their 
own programme-C.P,S.) which we believe ".,.will act in exactly the same way as 
they did in the previous Labour Governments," 


Now Mr, Atkinson and readers of the Socialist Appeal, the above policy is 
adinittedly gross opportunism which can lead the workers to disillusionment and 
defeat. How did the Trotsky leaders exnect a Third Labour Governaent to behave 
if elected? To use their own words they exnected it to "fail to raise the 
Standards of the workers. Use po‘ice to break strikes, Shoot down and imprison 
Indian workers, Continue the policy of the capitalist class,"" Iistory showed 
these words to be truly prophetic, The Latour Leaders were clected with the 
enthusiastic help of the Trotsky leaders and they did all that the Trotskyites 
formerly predicted they would doe 


The Trotsky policy was successful- a Labour Government was actually put 
into nower as a result of the General Klection of 1945, The Labour Leaders set 
out immeciately as if to vindicate the earlier words of the Trotskyites,. The 
same issue of the Socialist Apneal which announced the victory of the Labour Party 
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at the polls, also stated: 


"One of the first acts of the new Labour Government has been to end troops to 
the Surrey Docks..." (August 19h5) 


The strikebrecking nature of this move was obvious. The Labour Government 
also maintained the British forces in Greece to crush the Greek workers, among 
other crimes, Now how did the Trotsky press proclaim the success of the Labour 
butchers of thc working class? How did it grcet the inception of a government 
which it expected to lower the standards of the masses, smash strikes and shoot 
down workers? It did it this way: 


"4, SHASHING VICTORY 10% “I ORKING CLASS" 

“CHURCHILL Ai) HIS FOLLO.THG HAV. CEEN DEFSATSD" 

it. ,uabour is in vower...edefeat of the conservative party...smashing blow sus- 
tained by the liberals...not only the basic strata of the working class but 
even large sections of the middle class have swung decisively away from the 
Capi bAliot: MAT LLOGunilan LOdGs.) 


In spite of being led by traitors, blackmailers, canitalist agents, non- 
socialist, not even democrats, who help the canitalists confuse the workers y under= 
mine their class consciousness and destroy their socialist aspirations; jin spite 
of the Labour Leaders having a programme of state capitalist measures, which will 
keep the canitalist parasites living en the backs of the workers, and which cannot 
solve the crisis of canitalism but only place its burdens on the backs of the wor- 
kers, and in spite of the fact that it can now be expected to lower the standards 
of the masses, use troops against strikers and shoot down workers- in spite of 
all this the Labour Party is not a capitalist party and its success is a SMASHING 
VICTONY for the working class! 


Alongside of this article, the 12 noints reappear duly polished up. They 
are re-arranged and somewhat amplified. Nationalisation of the banks apnears as 
an item separate from all other nationalisation demands. "Abolition of the Monarchy 
anc the House of Lords" apnears for the first time. Moreover, there now apnears 
a slogan entirely new to the l.arx-Lenin-Trotsky-—Stalin tradition. "Abolish CSon- 
scription,” But most interesting is the new heading. This now runs: 


"TH, OULY PROGRAMME FOR TIE Wo.ucns . 

POAND TIS TABOUR SLE SDERS CARY OUTEEETR: PRO: TSuS 

ON GUARD AGAINST CAPITALIST SABOTAGS 

URGE STRONG MEASUAGS AGAINST BIG BUSTAGISS Alb MI LOMOPOLIS'S 
FPIGHY FOr OUR PROGRAME:" (Followed tyr the 12 pointseC,.P.S,) 


Thus now we are told(1) It is possible for the Labour Leaders to carry out 
their programme, (2) The canitalists micht sabotare the workings of the Labour 
Leaders ¢! (3) The Labour leaders are capable of attacking Die Business and the 
monopolies (if only they are urged to do so) and (4) It is reasonable for the 
workers to fight to get the LABOUR PARTY Government to carry out a so-called 
revolutionary Socialist programme, (With nacifist and reformist adcitions ) 


No Trotsky or Stalin leader that over lived could possibly believe the last 
roe points to be possible; and the ,C.P, leadership is lying when it »retends 
otherwise, ; 


As for the first item. Demand that tho Labour Leadors carry out their promisesese 
this of course means actually "to keep the capitalist parasites living on the , 
backs of the workers and as a drag on intustry. Even if they carried out their 
avowed policy, any progressive significance it may have would be destroyed at the 
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outset by the retention of the capitalist class. Their proposals have nothing 
in common with socialism. They are state capitalist measures, They could not 
solve the crisis of canitalism, but only place its burdens on the backs of the 
workers." (Socialist Apneal, Nay 1915) 


And that is what the workers should demand the Labour leaders to do, ace 
cording to the Trotskyite line, That is "The Only Programme for The ‘iorkers," 
No more, no lesS. 


Still, it might be doubted that these varied interpretations of the Soci- 
alist Appeal lines do exist. In order to check on whether the rank and file of 
the 2.0.P. are factually diverted into many different and contrary directions by 
following the political gyrations of their leadership, let us see how the R,C.P, 
branches acted during the election campaigns 


Only one brief report was given (Socialist Apneal, idid-July 195) and this 
shows the following: ae 


in Nottingham the line of "Labour to Power on its own programme" (critical 
supnort) was operated: 


"Our comrades assisted the Labour Party in its election campaign and contact 
made with Labour Party memoers. The work in tho district was appreciated by 
the Labour Party members who saw that the Trotskyists were prepared to work 
alongside the rank and file Labour workers in spite of their criticisms," 


In Newcastle the line of "Labour To Power On A Socialist Programme" was 
onerated: 


"Our critical attitude towards the Labour Party and our demand of ‘Labour To 
Power on a Socialist Programme’ was unanimously endorsed by the workers." (Ibid,) 


In Glasgow and Edinburgh the nolicy of "Labour To Power as the next step 
forward" was operated: (And who the devil cares about programme as long as the 
torics are beaten at the polls) 


"Our main slogans were, 'Remomber Grecee', 'Down with Churchill and his torics', 
Remember 1926', and 'Labour to Pover'( the Glasfow and idinburgh report was 
made by the same organiscr-C,P.S.) Attacks on Churchill were listened to with- 
out opnosition, and_in fact with a measure of support mainly from working class 
housewives." (Ibid, 


thiist in Shefficld: 


"On receipt of the election directive from the centre, the branch members re- 
ported for work to the central division of the Labour Party..eAll members have 
put in 2 to ) evenings per week canvassing, One member was a full time helper 
in charge of the Contral Committee, I was asked to attond the Committee as the 
MvGar a deiegateca, (Loid.) 


And in case there is any doubt that this branch opcrated a policy of full 
support to the Labour Party without any criticism at all: 


"The whole Branch of the U,.C.P, was-invited to a social function after the 
election Party and were thanked personally by Morris in appreciation of the 
work put in for the Labour Candidate for Central..." (Ibid, 
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It should be quite clear by now that whilst tailending behind the chicf 
agents of British Imperialism, the Trotskyist leadership throws out criticism 
of varying quantity and quality intended to rope in dissidents in various stages 
of disillusionment, Instead of cducating their members and supporters to an 
understanding of the capitalist system of wage slavery and oppression, the R.O.P. 
throws out all sorts of contradictory policies which unite workers who have 
advanced beyond Labour Politics to varying degrees and which unites them only 
in their agreement to aid in one way or another the Labour lieutenants of the 


capitalist classe 


Whilst we denounce the double talk of the Grants and Hastons and Atkin- 
sons of the 2,C.P., we hold out a hand to the rank and file of the Trotsky move- 
ment, to examine with us the nast traps and deceptions of the tendency within 
which they have become entangled and to work with us for the formation of a 
working class party. ‘Such a party, having the interests of the workers in view, 
and being thus backed by the linc of progress of living history, shall not necd 
to deal in lies and trickery, 


C.P, STANTON 
JUNE 19h9 5 
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THE 3ORDIGA STaLINISTS 


The internal history of the Comintern is marked by numerous factional con- 
vulsions resulting in the elimination of many leaders by Stalin from vositions 
of power and from the Comintern itselr. all tnese leuaerp, iucluuiug Trotsky, 
bent their efforts to stay and work with Stalin, but the burocratic process of 
centralization of power expressed in Stalin's relentless pursuit of absolute 
personal dictatorship worked against their efforts. Individually or in groups 
they ware booted out of the Cominterne Some of thease leaders formed organizations 
outside the Comintern; one of thease is the Bordiga Left Communist Internationale 


The 3Z3ordisca groun priginated as a Left Wine of the Italian Socialist Party 
during the War of 1914-18 and having entered the Comintern followed the line of 
rejecting the Rishtist -eatures of the Stalin-ginoviev-Kamenev Trio policy but 
supporting its Leftist features. The grouv for many years existed as a Left 
fraction of the Stalin Party of Italy. Eventually 1t founded the Left Communist 
International with branches in France and Belgium. 


Some time ago our grouv conducted a discussion with a representative of the 
Bordisa crous in the United States. We presented to him mich of the evidence 
which we have unearthed and among other things showed that in 1918 Lenin by decree 
appointed Stalin dictator over the territory of Southern Russia. This decree 
plearly demonstrated that Stalin was a vowarful burocrat already, as early as 
1918 and that was a burocratic vrocedure in the Bolshevik government. We further 
offered substantiation that the Comintern under Zinoviev's burocratic guidance was 
an instrument of the Russian Soviet burocracy, not a democratic organization for 
the liberation of the massese The Bordira renresentative made no attempt to refute 
our evidencee In fact, it sasmed that the disagreements with him were reduced to 
the theoretical understanding of the class nature of the Stalin-ruled State and to 
the issue known among the advanced workers under the vhnase “revolutionary defeat— 
isme"®" On this the discussions broke off- 


In the summer of 1949 we found cause to dispatch the following letter to the 
representative of ths Bordiga tendencys 


Dear ------}3 


I feel it my duty to take issue with you on tne article Bordi,a wrote in Uay, 
1924, raorinted by you in the International Bulletin | 3, 1949- 


In our discussions you fully agreed that the Comintern from the outset was 
a@ burocratic Russian-dominatsad body serving the ends of the Kremlin usurpers. We 
cited material evidence--which you made no attemmt to deny--that the Comintern 
burocrats doliberately batrayed the world revolution and under Stalin's control 
4n 1923 sold out the German vcroletariat through Rightist and Leftist manouvers. 
By 192¢ tho Comintern had its hands dripping with the blood of thousands of rev- 
olutionary workers. You agreed that it is the duty of proletarian ravolutionists 
to expose that monstrous instrument of the Russian burocrecy, and you further 
agreed that a political movement which oither maintains silence about the true 
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nature of the Comintern or paints this counter-revolutionary trap as having been 
at a certain phase of its history a revolutionary organization, aids Stalin and 
causes great injury to the working class» And now see what you have donee You 
print: Bordiga’s article in which he vresents the Comintern in ligy 1924 as a 
ravolutiouary organization of the proletariat’ Hore is what he sayss 


“It must be recognized that the International is not functioning as a 
united world communist partys It 13 on the way to accomplish this result, with= 
out ‘doubt, and has mado gigantic steps in comparison to the old Internationale 
But: for us, to assure that it proceeds effectively in the desired direction, the 
objective of our communist activity, wo must have confidence in the revolutionary 
capacity of our glorious world organization to continue working while basing it~ 
self on the sontrol and tho rational evaluation of all that arises in tho rank- 
and-file including political positions." (ly omvhasis=-Gelle) 


If you, at loast had made suitable editorial commont warning the workers 
against aceepting in this article the false viow of the Stalinist burocracy and 
its Gominterh, the damage would have baon avoided. But you published the article 
without a singlo word of comment. By doing thia you porformed a sorvice to Cannon, 
Shachtman and Coe, who lie to tho workars that up to 1924, tho Comintern was rov=- 
olutionarvy., B8v tha sama token vou obstruct tha work of anlightonment of the workers 
which our organization alone is conducting. To say to tho workers in 1924 “We 
must havo ¢onfidonco® etc., vas to drug them and make thom insensiblo to the praep- 
arations for tho botrayal of tho British Goneral Strike, for salling out tha Chin- 
ese Rovolution to the Kuomintange Be it remembered that “our glorious organiza- 
tion” began to ontomb the Chinese Communist workers within the Kuomintang alraady 
in 1923, and-in 1924 it formed the anglo-Russian committee with tho Trade Union 
agents of British Immerialisme You might ergua that BZordiga did not know all thate 
Then say so openly to the workers instead of letting the article stand without a 
syllable of explanation.e As if stands, the article ig nothing but Stalinist poisone 
In addition to the basic distortion about the nature of the Comintern it containg 
other equally dqgmaging false statementss ‘The International is the World Commun= 
ist Party and should be given the fidelity to that whioh emanates from the central 
organisms.” When the data May 1924 is remembered, it is obvious that Bordiga 
spoke of no other than the Stalin Comintern, admonishing the workers to tako or- 
ders from the Kremlin and from the Lovestones and Cachinse and if thare is any 
doubt about this, it is dispelled by the following formulas "In consequence, we 
are able to adopt the formula, cartainly rich enough in advantages, of absoluta 
obedience in the execution of direotives from tho summits." The*summnits*at that 
tims was tho S$talin-Zinovievekamenev clique ruling the Comintern. 


What was your reason for publishing this article? I, for ono, oan see no 
other than’that the author of it was Bordigae In plain words, you werd governed 
by the fesling of horo-worship for tho leador of your organization when you trans~ 
lated and published this Stalinist piecc and rafrainad from criticising ite 


Our group, on tho other hand, rejects and ropudiate® all hero-worship of 
"big" loaders, be thoy Marx and Engéls, Lonin, Trotsky, Stalin or Bordiga.e Wa 
accept only those ideas which havo beon provad correct by the test of history and 
exposa the false notions which do harm to tho vrolotariat no matter who the 
author of thoso ideas might boe Evidently you do not hold to this thesise And 
yot the interosts of tho proletariat demand that this thosis ba vut into 


aie 


operatione Life shows that some peonle in words agree to this thesis as well 
as to the need of exposure and destruction of tho Stalinist burocracy, but in 
deeds they carry out tha very opposite ~olicy. 


Yours, 


Ge Marlen 
July 17, 1949 


Several days later wo reccived a reply, as followss 


Dear Marleng 
Our group discussod your lettor. 


Wa walcomo cithor positive or nagativ: criticism, as it shows that our Rov- 
Slutionary Marxist propaganda is being rand. 


An oxact duplicate of your lettor has boon forwardod to our party in Italy, 
(Intornational Gommumist Party,) for study and roplye The American section 
intonds to reniw ae moll, You will recive our answors to your criticism in due 
tims. 


We agrec that suitabis editorial comment should have bean published with the 
articls by Bordiga, “Organization and Communist Discipline, Promisas of the 
Problome' Howovor, wa supvort unconditionally tho content of Bordiga’s articls 
because tha strugglo against opvortunism insido the Communist Intornational at 
that time had not yet boon finishod. Not to understand this is to substitute 
etatic thinking for historical matorialisme 


Tho basic point of tha articlo deals with tho principles of organization 
and its corollary, disciplino. Mha logson it teaches is “broak with democracy" 
in any form, as it is assontially a product of tho capitalist systum of exploit~ 
atione 


You have yet to learn that the principles of proletarian revolutionary organ 
ization are the antithesis of Trotsky's and Stalin's "democratic centralisme™ On 
the other hand, organic centralism is the specific form of proletarian adminis- 
tration, which eliminates burocracy, and establishes workers controle 


For ths Amorican Section of 
Tho Left Communist International 


July 25, 1949. 
Our reply followads 


In your reply to my lettar of July 17, 1949, you did not answer a single 
point I raisade 


Let us recapitulate the points contained in my letter in more clearly de- 
fined terms. 


1. The Comintern was organized in March 1919. Wa have produced’ documentary 
evidence whith shows that the Bolshavik ieadershiv which launched the Comintorn 
was RusSian-nationalist and burooratice The spacific material proving the 6ase 
{tg Lenin's article on the pride of the Great Russians written in 1915, and the 
avvointmont of Stalin as dictator:‘of entire South Russia in 1918. fhe Comintarn 
was a Russian-burocratic organization serving not the intercst of tho workors but 
of tho burocratic usurpers and dictators, Stalin among thom. 


2- You agrsod with our pregantation of tho caso. You made no offort to ro~ 
fute tha matorial. 


3. In 1923 the Comintorn, dominatcd by the Stalin-Kamonav-Zinovicv frio., 
with tho collaboration of Trotsky, batrayed the rovolution in Gormanye 


4. At the samo time tho Comintorn sent tho Chinese Communist workers into 
the Kuomintang. 


5e Barly in 1924 the loadorship of tha Comintern chained the British vanguard 
workars to imporialism through the formation of tha Anglo-Russian Committae. 


I may add that the Comintern in 1923 was poisoned with a new viruss “Anti- 
Trotskyism.* At the time Bordiga wrote that the sayeeore was on its way to be- 
come 3a united Communist Party, the real process was @e Comintern was on its way 
to bacomo a highly centralized Stalinist machines You knew vary wll that this 
is a fact, yot you state you sup»vort unconditionally the contents of Bordiga'’s 
articles Your excuses "The struggle against opportunism inside tha Communist 
Intornational at that tims, had not yt baon finished." By this you imoly that 
thors was a tondency, perhans 4 groun of individuals within the Comintarn that was 
truly prolatarian-rovolutionary. Who? Trotsky? But Trotsky at the Twelfth Con- 
grasa of the party helped the Trio to concsal Lenin's anti~Stalin documents. He 
supported stalin in every policye Hc consciously helped the Trio to botray the 
Gorman prolatariat. At the time Bordiga publishod his articla, Trotsky aidod 
Stalin with tho "Lenin Lovy" whorcby Stalin rocruited advonturors, opvortunists 
and reactionary olemonts into the party. MTrotcky concoaled the conspiracy ag=- 
ginct him, attacked Bastman's oxposuro of tho Stalin leadership, lied to the pro- 
lotariat that Lenin had left no “Tostament." Trotsky was part and parcel of tho 
Stalinist rottunness which pormeatcd the Comintorne who thon, in your estimation, 
reprecant2d tha authantic vrolatarian politics? Bordiga? But it was Stalinist 
dscoption that Bordiga peddled to tho workars whon ho called tho putrid, troach- 
orous, countor-revolutionary Comintorn “Our glorious world organizatione* If Bor- 
diga did not know tho whole truth-~and ho probably didn't--this doas not chango 
the black naturo of the Comintarne You may stand unconditionally on the contsants 
of Bordigats articles we rojoct and denounce this articlo as vicious docoption of 
tho workers and objective aid to the Cannon-Shachtman falsification of history 
and their concoalment of Trotsky's criminal part in tho counter-revolutione...... 


And nov I'll tako up a difforont mattore You say in your lattarg “The basic 
point of tho article deals with the vorinciples of organization and its corol-~ 
lary, disciplinos Tho losson it teaches is *break with democracy’ in any forni, 


-)0- 


as it is essentially a product of tho canitalist system of cmloitatione® This 
is falsee First, the capitalist system of exploitation does not produce demo= 
cracy ecvon for tho bourgeoisie as a whol3. Second, the proletariat mast not 
"broak with democracy in any form," but must devolop proletarian democracy This 
form of democracy 1s assential in tho struggle for Socialism. Bordiga's article 
teaches “absolute obedience in the exseution of direotives from the summits. 
Leaving asido for the momont the fact that tho articlo was producod and circulatod 
within tho Stalinist Comintorn and thorefors callod upon tho proletarian mem- 
bership to oboy the Kremlin, it is obvious that this formula of Bordiga, ropro- 
sonting, in your own words, tho thosis of breaking with domocracy in any form, 
would promote an iron-clad burocratic dictatorship of leaders or a leador over 
tho momborchipe 


It is this form of loadorshiv that has plaguad the proletariat sinco the 
incaoption of the labor movomant. Ths building of an organization based on tho 
principle of workors domocratic control of leadershin is the task of ths rovol- 
utionists today» Ons of tha first steps in this dirsction is oxposura of ovart 
or covart "toachers" of burocratic principles of organization. 


Ge Marlon 


August 1, 1949 
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